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INTRODUCTION 


The 6th Bureau of the Presidium of AAPSO was held on 22-23 
January, 1990 in Aden, the capital of Peoples' Democratic Republic 
of Yemen. It took place exactly eleven months after the 5th Bureau 
which was held in Cairo on 22-23 February 1989. Although a short 
period, these eleven months are eventful. Unprecedented changes 
unfolded during this time. The scenario in the European theater of 
socio-political inter-relationship underwent a rapid change inducing 
an impact on the international arena, specially in the process of elim- 
inating cold war. 


Despite these positive developments, the Third World, and particular- 
ly the Afro-Asian countries became apprehensive as they visualized 
the new situation aggravating their already mounting debt problems 
and further retarding the socio-economic condition. The Afro-Asian 
Peoples' Organisation certainly has to address these issues as an or- 
ganisation of the people representing the Afro-Asian world. 


The 6th Bureau of the Presidium met against this background. It 
was preceded by a widely participated International Conference on 
the "Red Sea, the gulf and the Indian Ocean" attended by eminent 
personalities who deliberated during two days on all aspects facing 
the people of this region. 


The Bureau opened a dialogue on all these issues, and the challeng- 
es that AAPSO would have to face under the new situation. The rele- 
vance of AAPSO is fell more than ever as shown by the speeches of 
the participants. Nevertheless it is confronted with a formidable task 
which it has to fathom. It is not easy to go into an indepth inquiry or 
to find ready made quick solutions as panacea for all ills. Yet the de- 
liberations of the 6th Bureau will certainly form a very important 
background for the future of AAPSO. 


This brochure contains interventions made by all the participants 
and other relevant documents. 


International Section 
The Permanent Secretariat of AAPSO 


OPENING SPEECH 
BY 
Dr. MORAD GHALEB, PRESIDENT OF AAPSO 


Dear friends, 


It gives me a great pleasure to welcome you on behalf of the 
Permanent Secretariat of the Afro - Asian Peoples' Solidarity 
Organization to the 6th AAPSO Bureau meeting in Aden. Our meet- 
ing takes place in a very crucial moment. 


We are witnessing a new world in transformation with deep and 
extensive changes. New forces, new concepts and new outlook at 
world problems are coming forward and old ones are still existing. 


Years of political confrontation and an unbearable tension begin to 
make way for living together in an amicable way benefiting all. On 
the other hand, dramatic developments have set in both in the capi- 
talist and socialist systems, creating grave concern and even per- 
plexity in the the Afro-Asian world and also in our movement. The 
changes are happening so quickly that it is difficult to follow and to 
assess it. 


In my opinion, the world is facing now one very vital question: 
How to balance necessary changes and needed stability? 


Rapid and dramatic events in the socialist countries, discussions 
on a possible reshuffle in the western alliance, a co-evolution of dif- 
ferent ideological and political systems in the North without adequate 
rapprochement between North and South - all this puts us in a com- 
pletely new situation. 


Therefore, it is very essential for our Organization that we search 
together for a clear concept about the stage our movement is passing 
through. 


Continuing the discussions on the new tasks for our movement 
which we had during the 7th AAPSO Congress and also at the last 
Bureau Meeting in Cairo, the Permanent Secretariat organized a 
Seminar, devoted to exchanging experiences on the work of national 
solidarity organizations. These discussions between leaders of about 
15 National Committees and the Permanent Secretariat of AAPSO 
were extremely fruitful and gave a lot of ideas about needed future 
activities in our movement. Some of you took part in this meeting 
and all of you have got the proceedings of it. 


I hope that our Bureau Meeting will enable us to see the future of 
our movement in a more clear and realistic manner and it should 
give us some guidelines for the next period of our common work and 
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for the preparations of the forthcoming AAPSO Presidium. 
Dear friends, 
The agenda of our meeting is known to you. 


Under item 1 we are going to discuss the current international sit- 
uation and AAPSO. Here we are very interested to listen your evalua- 
tions and suggestions for the work in our movement. 


Under item 2 of our agenda, the Permanent Secretariat will report 
on the Activities of AAPSO in 1989 and will give its suggestions on 
the Programme of Action for the current year. Due to the new situa- 
tion, in particular the changes in the socialist countries, we have to 
be very realistic in elaborating a plan of AAPSO's activities in 1990. 
We should not repeat the outdated practice to set up a very ambi- 
tious programme without taking into consideration the financial and 
organizational capacities of our Organization and its members. 


We are going to discuss under point three of our agenda problems 
of the interaction between the Permanent Secretariat, the Vice- 
Presidents, the whole Bureau and the Presidium Committees. Here 
we should deal with practical questions of the constant co-operation 
between the Permanent Secretariat and the Bureau members. We 
want to tackle such questions like ways and means to involve all 
leading bodies of AAPSO and the Presidium Committees in a collec- 
tive, permanent process of analyzing the new international trend and 
preparing respective political decisions. Here, we hope to get not only 
ideas but concrete commitments too. 


The Bureau also has to discuss proposals for the convocation of 
the XV Meeting of AAPSO Presidium, which we schedule for the sec- 
ond half of this year. 


Before starting our discussion, let me welcome you all once more 
here in Aden and let me thank our Yemen friends for all their efforts 
in preparation for this meeting. 


I'm convinced that we are going to have a very fruitful and con- 
structive exchange of views and experiences for the benefit of our 
common work. 


Now, I give the floor to Comrade Nouri Abdel Razzak, Secretary 
General of AAPSO, for his introductory remarks. 


INTRODUCTORY REMARKS BY 
NOURI ABDUL RAZZAK, 
SECRETARY GENERAL OF AAPSO 


Dear friends, 


This meeting of the AAPSO Bureau is taking place at a moment 
which is characterized by a conjuncture of far reaching and complex 
developments in different parts of the world. Our meeting has to re- 
flect on these developments, to assess them realistically and to draw 
appropriate conclusions for our movement. Therefore I consider this 
Bureau meeting as a very crucial one for the future of AAPSO. 


As you all know, prior to the 7th AAPSO Congress we started to 
re-examine the strategies and priorities of the Afro-Asian solidarity 
movement to reconsider their tasks and overcome prevailing ideologi- 
cal schemes and out-dated stereotypes. Our discussions, in the two 
meetings of the Ad Hoc Committee for instance, gave some first re- 
sults. The Congress itself was to stimulate further discussions on 
new orientations. But due to certain reasons there was not sufficient 
time for such a debate. 


The Permanent Secretariat was trying to stimulate further discus- 
sions, both during the last Bureau meeting in Cairo and by organiz- 
ing a Seminar for Exchanging Experiences on the Work of National 
Solidarity Organizations last November. But we still continue to think 
that a thorough debate about new trends in the international arena 
and its impact on the Afro-Asian Solidarity movement has to be fur- 
ther stimulated, a debate which should involve our whole organiza- 
lion, its leading bodies and all national committees. Things are 
changing much quicker than anybody could estimate. A frank ex- 
change of views on these changes is necessary for all of us. 


In a world that is increasingly interdependent and increasingly 
complex, there is no ready-made formula, no clear well-trodden path 
to meet the new challenges posed by changes on the world scene that 
were almost inconceivable only of few years ago. It is naive now to 
think that there is a monopoly of the truth in face of such present- 
day complexities that range from political and socio-economic rela- 
tionships to scientific, technological and communication systems. 


We are witnessing dramatic changes in the history of the human- 
kind, with tremendous consequences for the Third World. The spe- 
cific features of the nuclear age, which have pushed to the forefront 
the problems of humankind's very survival, became clearly visible in 
the 80's. This also applies to the process, which is stimulated by the 
scientific and technological innovations, of world-wide economic ties 
becoming more complicated, of all the world's countries and nations 
becoming more interdependent, and of the world becoming an inte- 
gral whole in diverse and contradictory conditions. Finally, this ap- 
plies to the exacerbation of the global problems that are challenging 
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man's biological ability to adapt to the dangers, pace and stress of 
modern living. 


The two world systems are coming to an understanding that the 
dialectics of the world development represent the unity, the conten- 
tion, the competition and the interaction of a multitude of factors, 
and that it is in this interaction of different societies that each society 
is put to the test. 


We are witnesses of the first results of a new way of thinking in 
the international arena. The two Superpowers are gradually shifting 
their policies from confrontation to co-operation. Big steps were un- 
dertaken in strengthening the conventional security. Cuts of military 
budgets and reduction of its armed forces indicate the socialist coun- 
tries' transilion to a more defensive doctrine based on the principles 
of reasonable sufficiency. 


The process of detente and the substantial improvement of Soviet- 
American relations have stimulated a trend to solve regional and na- 
tional problems through a dialogue based on a peaceful search for 
compromises and on respect of legitimate interests of all parties con- 
cerned. We see encouraging results of such a dialogue, for example, 
in Namibia. The positive developments in Namibia prove also the ca- 
pacity of the United Nations to play an efficient role in the settlement 
of very complicated conflicts. 


The events in Southern Africa, in the Middle East and in other re- 
gions show clearly how the liberation struggle is going on, but it is 
only through a realistic outlook and course of action that concrete re- 
sults can be achieved. 

Obviously, we can also expect certain setbacks and zigzags in this 
course. Evidently, a number of events have shown that. Events like 
the US invasion of Panama, the threatening of Nicaragua, the viola- 
tions of the Geneva Accord on Afghanistan, Israeli stubborn position 
on the solution of the Middle East and Palestine problem, the still ex- 
isting dangerous situation on the Korean Peninsula and the continu- 
ation of a tense situation between Iran and Iraq. All those are major 
problems of regional conflicts which are still to be solved. But, in my 
opinion, all these thorny problems should be seen within a general 
global context. 


Dear friends. 

The "perestroika" in the Soviet Union and the dramatic events fol- 
lowing in rapid succession in the socialist countries in Eastern 
Europe prove the beginning of radical changes in the socialist camp 
itself. Our friends in almost all socialist counties are going to part 
with out-dated dogmas and models and are discussing and testing 
political and economic concepts for a renewed society. While the out- 
come of the extremely complicated and conflicting process is still un- 
certain, the recent events clearly indicate a general tendency, to es- 
tablish political pluralism with multi-party systems, real democratic 
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structures and direct participation of the masses in the policy mak- 
ing process. 


The Permanent Secretariat expressed its solidarity with the aspira- 
tions of the peoples in Eastern Europe and supports democratic 
changes in their countries. The developments in Eastern Europe are 
setting an example for a peaceful and democratic change that could 
spread to other parts of the world, as well. There is no doubt, at least 
for me personally, that this wave of changes will be coming to the 
Third World too. While we support these changes, we cannot conceal 
our worry and fears on the excess in the course of events which may 
frustrate and spoil the substance of the entire process. 


It is very clear, the Third World cannot develop without the human 
factor. But the human factor, which is the most important one for 
the progress of any society, cannot be mobilized without guarantees 
for human rights and without a genuine democracy. 


The discussions on the practices of socialism are affecting not 
only Eastern Europe but also those developing countries which 
adopted so called "socialist models" as examples for building up 
their political and social systems. The bureaucratic-administraltive 
character of those models is now evident and our friends in the so- 
cialist countries are openly crilicizing it. The developing countries 
faced a lot of setbacks due to the implementation of such wrong 
models. 


It should be understood by all of us, that a real improvement of 
the situation in the developing countries will be impossible without 
mass initiatives, without creating an atmosphere of plurality, democ- 
racy and respect of human rights. And of course, our movement has 
to promote such an atmosphere by all its means. 


It's not an exaggeration if we say that Africa, Asia and Latin 
America,are entering a new era, which is even different from the era 
of the post-independence period. We are entering the post-cold-war 
period or at least in the process of ending the cold-war period. We 
should take and understand this new situation in all its depth and 
meaning. 


All the international democratic organizations which were estab- 
lished as a result of the division of the world in two camps after 
World War II and particularly during the cold war will face great 
challenges now, because the concepts for their existence have been 
dramatically changed. 


Unlike other democratic international organizations, AAPSO was 
not a child of the cold-war era. It was born in the anti-colonial strug- 
gle and as a reflection of the spirit and principles of Bandung as an 
organization of the Afro-Asian peoples, to express their interest and 
aspirations. The Afro-Asian peoples have been advocating a policy of 
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detente, understanding, co-operation and overcoming the division of 
the world since their coming to the international scene. Therefore, 
AAPSO 's conceptional basis does not only remain but becomes even 
stronger. 


Unfortunately, in some period of its history AAPSO was forced to 
take political decisions, determined by a cold-war ideology. If AAPSO 
could have avoided this mistake, it would have been in a much better 
position and we would have a more united, larger Afro-Asian 
Solidarity movement today. 


But past is past. We have to see the future. And AAPSO has only 
one future: AAPSO has to become an Organization genuinely repre- 
senting the interests of the developing countries. AAPSO has to 
change from being an organization TO THE THIRD WORLD into an 
organization FROM THE THIRD WORLD. All our discussions, in my 
opinion, revolve around that problem. And there will be no future for 
AAPSO if the Afro-Asian members of our movement don't share re- 
sponsibilities and contributions for their Organization. 


Now it is also important that Latin America should join in a more 
organic and regular way in the activities and the organizational 
structures of AAPSO, so that our movement will reflect the interest of 
the three continents facing, in principle, the same major problems. 


The attempt to make AAPSO an organization FROM THE THIRD 
WORLD demands new political concepts, a much broader involve- 
ment of other democratic forces and a very sober and pragmatic ap- 
proach in organizational and financial matters. AAPSO has to find its 
own priorilies. 


AAPSO's first concern is naturally the ability of the Afro-Asian 
Peoples’ Solidarity movement to reflect and to express the interests of 
the people in developing countries in this new world context. 
Continuing its support for the national liberation movements and its 
activities for promoting disarmament and peaceful solutions of re- 
gional and national conflicts, AAPSO finds itself more and more con- 
fronted with problems of the economic security of the developing 
countries. 


The scientific and technological revolution has accelerated the pro- 
cess of labour division and international cooperation, thus increasing 
mutual economic dependence among countries and frustrating the 
policy of economic blockade and protectionism. The scientific and 
technological revolution, with the high internationalization of the 
world economy, creates opportunities for development and at the 
same time poses great challenges to all countries, as it has given rise 
to such problems of global concer as the danger of nuclear destruc- 
tion, the pollution of environment, etc. 


A process of integration of world economy is prevailing but under 
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a unified price system imposed by a socio-economic order of the capi- 
talist world. This process has been achieved through the breaking of 
national barriers between various financial institutions by the TNCs, 
combined with the new information technology. Rates of exchange, 
flow of world trade, levels of inflation, recycling of hard currencies, 
economic growth are all manipulated and controlled by forces that 
pay no heed to the real requirements of the developing countries or 
their need for growth. Therefore, we are conscious that we are living 
in an interdependent world in which our marginality and inequality 
are increasing. 


Some other important aspects of the technological and scientific 
revolution are going to affect deeply Third World countries and the 
future relations between South and North. I mean the revolution in 
new materials and new energies. Sufficient to say that the progress 
in new materials etc. is beyond imagination, graphite fibres, optic fi- 
bres, composite materials etc. Added to this, micro-electronic indus- 
try, textile industry and hundreds of new industries are using an 
ever diminishing amount of raw materials from the Third World. 


Another important field of science which can be considered as vi- 
tal to the future of food security, in particular in the majority of 
African countries, is the field of biotechnology and genetic engineer- 
ing. The discoveries in this field could cure Africa for ever from fa- 
mines, hunger, nutritional diseases and could save millions of lives 
every year. But how can the developing countries benefit from these 
discoveries? By now, we are only seeing a widening gap between the 
North and the South and no bridge to bring them together. I'm con- 
vinced, AAPSO has to give a big priorily to this very crucial issue. 


Here, we have to ask ourselves: How to go in depth into this mat- 
ter? How AAPSO could contribute to a world wide discussion aimed 
at defining the directions, ways and means of further shaping inter- 
national economic co-operation? 

How our debates, analyses and concepts can reflect the diversity, 
interaction and contradictions of such a complex phenomenon as 
world economy? 

How our movement can fit into the numerous activities undertak- 
en by the UN and its special agencies, by the Non-Aligned Movement 
and the NGO-community? 


Asking all these questions, we are touching a highly sensitive but 
vital problem: the shaping of the work and the structure of our 
Organization to the present situation. 


During the preparations for the 7th Congress there were also dis- 
cussions on attempts to change the structure of our Organization. 
But following a conservative concept in this very question, the 
Congress could not decide on any essential structural changes. 
Therefore, AAPSO has to face new challenges in a structure, which 
was mainly created about 30 years ago. 


12 


It becomes more and more evident: The Afro-Asian Peoples’ 
Solidarity Organization is not able to reflect correctly the pluralistic 
and contradictory character of developments in the present world 
and can not continue to play a certain role in these developments, 
without regaining the character of a broadly- based peoples’ move- 
ment. 


Unfortunately, a big number of National Committees are not more 
than bureaus of ruling parties and have not established a real con- 
nection with the masses. This state of affairs is incompatible with the 
new situation, we are facing now. Our national committees should 
work with the masses and should act with a certain independence 
from their respective government or ruling party. Our movement 
should not be confined to national committees only, it should repre- 
sent the broadest strata of the population, including organizations 
with very varied aims and structures, different political parties, uni- 
versities and other scientific institutions, religious communities etc. 


One extremely important condition to strengthen our Organization 
is a good functioning of a strong and competent political leadership. 
An international organization like AAPSO can only fulfill its tasks, if 
it is able to conduct a permanent internal discussion on political is- 
sues, if it has a very flexible mechanism to assess quickly and objec- 
tively new trends in the international arena and to create new ideas, 
approaches and concepts which meet the needs of the peoples in 
Africa and Asia. Such a constant broadly based political decision- 
making process should lead to well-prepared and effective imple- 
mented actions, which really reach the masses. 


According to our constitution, AAPSO has a very large political 
leadership working between the Congresses, consisting of the 
Presidium, the Bureau with more than 20 Vice-Presidents and the 
Permanent Secretariat. The relation and co-operation between all 
these bodies were frequently discussed. But difficulties in their work 
could not be overcome. 


So far, only the Permanent Secretariat is initiating and preparing 
political actions, trying to give assessments to important political and 
socio-economic problems. None of our Vice-Presidents newly elected 
by the 7th Congress has sent any concrete political proposal or anal- 
yses to the Headquarters. But not only that, the Permanent 
Secretariat meets often great difficullies to engage Vice-Presidents in 
AAPSO activities. Vice-Presidents are also supposed to chair the 
Presidium Committees and to lead their work. But these Presidium 
Committees on different subjects, which are supposed to feed the 
Permanent Secretariat with scientific based ideas and suggestions, 
don't function regularly. And often the results of their meetings 
don't correspond with the big preparatory efforts undertaken again 
not by the committees but by the Permanent Secretariat. 
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Being realistic, we have to recognize that the results of the interac- 
tion between the Permanent Secretariat and other AAPSO bodies are 
not satisfactory. 


Of course, aS you all are aware, we have also problems in the 
Permanent Secretariat itself. We should not forget, that for a long 
time, from 1978 till 1985, the Permanent Secretariat has been work- 
ing under abnormal conditions caused by the splitting in the Arab 
world. In 1986 and 1987 the Permanent Secretariat was shaken by 
an internal crises. Only after the Presidium meeting, held in Cairo 
1988, the Permanent Secretariat could start again to carry out its du- 
ties in a more businesslike atmosphere and a better planned and or- 
ganized way. 


Unfortunately, during the 7th Congress the composition of the 
Permanent Secretariat was not thoroughly discussed. Still we feel, 
that in view of the tremendous mandate given to the Permanent 
Secretariat by the Congress, the level of the members of the 
Permanent Secretariat in general should be upgraded. 


Some National Committees and liberation movements are sending 
cadres who don't have the needed qualification and experiences to 
shoulder all the responsibilities linked to the work in an international 
organization. By so doing those national committees not only weaken 
AAPSO but also deprive themselves of the possibility to promote their 
own interests through our movement. 


One example, so far we have not been able to appoint a new 
Deputy Secretary General for Africa because of the non-nomination 
of some of the African members in the Permanent Secretariat. 


Beside the problem of competent cadres, it is the technical and or- 
ganizational infrastructure of the Headquarters which affects our dai- 
ly work. AAPSO is an international organization - may be, the only 
one - which does not have an internationalized technical staff. This 
causes quite a lot of problems, which are extremely difficult to solve 
in view of labour laws effective in the hosting country. 


We hope that the computerization of our work, which we started 
last January will give more and more practical results and will make 
the work at the Headquarters more rational and effective. 


Of course, our capacities to modernize the technical basis of 
AAPSO are quite limited. You all know our circular letters, in which 
we have informed the national committees about AAPSO's critical fi- 
nancial situation and ask them to pay at least the minimum annual 
subscription. But the chronic situation is that only a very few of our 
member organizations are contributing financially to AAPSO's activi- 
ties remains unchanged. 


The only way out is a collective sharing of commitments and re- 
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sponsibilities by all AAPSO members. We think that each national 
committee can contribute to AAPSO's activities in its own way, by its 
own means, bul we as the Permanent Secretariat should see practi- 
cal results of the keenness of the national committees to commit- 
ments to our movement. 


Due to only very few concrete commitments by national commit- 
tees and taking into consideration that contribution which AAPSO 
used to get from Solidarity Committees in Europe will shrink quite 
considerably, the Permanent Secretariat was obliged to draft the 
Program of Action for 1990 on a very modest scale. 


How are we going to manage this complexity of new. problems and 
continuing difficulties? Seeking answers to this question, the 
Permanent Secretariat understands very clearly that our movement 
has no common approach to the new developments in the world, no 
common assessments or way of thinking. I hope, this Bureau 
Meeting can contribute to reaching a certain understanding among 
ourselves, an understanding based on a realistic view on new reali- 
ties. The time of wishful thinking is over, and he who doesn't see life 
as it is will be punished by life itself. 


Allow me to give some ideas, directed to find answers and to 
stimulate further discussions. 


First of all, we should discuss and find methods to shift the imple- 
mentation of our policy from a small, relatively isolated and practical- 
ly overcharged top, i. e. the Permanent Secretariat, to a widely spread 
basis with various possibilities to act with and for the masses, i. e. to 
our national committees. The executive role of the Permanent 
Secretariat has to become a more co-coordinating one rather than an 
instructing and organizational one. The Permanent Secretariat 
should stimulate - not necessarily organize itself - a continuous dis- 
cussion of current problems of our movement. The Vice-Presidents, 
other members of the Bureau, experts, working in or co-operating 
with the Presidium Committees, should be involved in the policy 
making process by regular contacts and correspondence. 


On the basis of such a collectively elaborated orientation for our 
movement, the Permanent Secretariat should formulate suggestions 
for the National Committees to stimulate their activities. We have to 
understand that even excellent organized international events are not 
a compensation for missing activities on the national level. 


Actions of our member organizations should correspond with the 
concrete situation in their respective countries and should meet the 
daily needs of the population and consider their tradition, education- 
al level and political awareness. 


Therefore, the question, how to implement the strategy of AAPSO, 
cannot only be discussed and decided in Cairo. The National 
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Committees should implement the general orientation of AAPSO ade- 
quate to their conditions. This concerns both the content and the 
methods of their work. We see in such a diversity of activities only a 
strengthening of AAPSO's unity. 


We should stop the out-dated procedure to organize a big number 
of international gatherings which demand high financial and organi- 
zational efforts and have only little effects on the national level. We 
should part with ambitious but ineffective traditions and become 
more rational and pragmatic. 


In my opinion, the Permanent Secretariat should concentrate its 
work on organizing a regular exchange of views and ideas between all 
organizations and personalities engaged in our movement, both by 
correspondence and publications 


The Permanent Secretariat could render support to National 
Committees by sending delegations to various countries or popular- 
izing national events. 


Bilateral and multilateral actions of national committees outside 
the constitutional framework of AAPSO are also welcome. Of course, 
such activities should contribute to the unily of our movement. 
Regional meetings of AAPSO member organizations should be one 
source to consolidate our Organization. 


The list of international events, organized directly by the 
Permanent Secretariat, has to be categorically shortened. 


The Permanent Secretariat has to prepare first of all the constitu- 
tional events, secondly meetings and missions with a specific, topical 
political purpose. The latter have to be prepared on a long-term basis 
and their political aim should be thoroughly discussed and clearly 
determined before practical preparations are set on foot. 


Before deciding actions we have to consider very realistically our 
organizational and financial capacities. It would be very helpful for 
the Permanent Secretariat if all National Committees regularly con- 
tributing to the work of AAPSO could inform us in the beginning of 
the year about the pledged amount of help. This could enable the 
Permanent Secretariat to draw up a complete yearly budget for its 
work and to decide on its basis about the holding of events. 


Speaking of the necessity to concentrate AAPSO activities more 
and more on the national level, I'm aware that this requires changes 
in the work of the National Committees I have already spoken about. 


In this connection, the Permanent Secretariat has to stimulate 
first the foundation of really existing National Committees, which 
should form an identity. We have to help existing Committees to 
broaden their basis, to involve other forces and institutions in their 
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activities. We should propagate the experiences in the practical work 
of our member Organizations and other organizations dealing with 
similar problems in order to learn from each other. 


I sincerely hope that our meeting today and tomorrow will deal 
with all these questions and will produce concrete ideas for the 
strengthening of our movement. You are representing the leadership 
of AAPSO and the Permanent Secretariat expects you to give us a 
real help. 


The results and proposals of our meeting will be submitted by the 
Permanent Secretariat to the coming meeting of the Presidium and 


we will also inform all national committees about our meeting in or- 
der to. stimulate further discussions and improvement in our work. 


I thank you for your attention. 
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Mr. AHMED HAMROUSH 
PRESIDENT OF ECAAS 


I only take the floor to begin the discussion. This important meet- 
ing is a follow-up of the Ad-Hoc Committee held in Cairo in October 
1989. We discussed the recent developments and their impact on 
AAPSO and solidarity as a concept and an organization. I would have 
wished to have had the conclusions recorded by the meeting. It is 
my belief that the discussion was of a high standard. The addresses 
of President Morad Ghaleb, the Secretary-General Nouri Abdel 
Razzak and certain Committee Presidents were of great significance. | 
generally support with great enthusiasm all realistic researches on 
the future of AAPSO. The address of the President and Secretary 
General include many points that need to be pondered. I cannot 
hastily respond to such points. I must rather subject them to an in- 
depth scrutiny so that I may be able to make a worthwhile addition. 
I would have wished to have had these addresses earlier. They 
should have been circulated among the Bureau members. 


It took Mr. Nouri 3/4 of an hour to read what we should have all 
read prior to the meeting. He should have only summed up the paper 
highlighting the salient points. Afler approximately one hour of the 
beginning of the session we have heard only the papers of the 
President and the Secretary General. However, I am of the opinion 
that we should open the discussion not on the papers, which I am in- 
clined to believe should not he hastily addressed, but to raise, in the 
circumstance, issues of significance to the Bureau and the participat- 
ing Presidents of the National Committees. 

Thank you. 
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Dr. AKMAL HUSSAIN 
PAKISTAN 


I'd like to make a remark on what I see is an important aspect of 
the international situation today, and to link it to some of the prob- 
lems of the Organization, that were so frankly pointed out by the 
Secretary General in his presentation, and then to end up with per- 
haps a recommendation on what can be done to overcome at least 
one part of the problem, that he has pointed out. To start with the 
first aspect that I wanted to remark , these days with the dramatic 
changes, taking place in Eastern Europe and in the relationship be- 
tween the superpowers, what we tend to forget, is that the crisis of 
capitalism in fact in the last two decades of the twentieth century has 
deepened more than ever before. It has undergone perhaps the most 
protracted recession in its history since 1973 and that had ex- 
tremely severe consequences for the developing countries. Now the 
form in which the adverse consequences of the recession in world 
capitalism are manifesting themselves is in non-traditional forms. 


In the old days, in the 19th century, for example in 1873 when 
capitalism experienced its first crisis, it was manifested in a very ob- 
vious form of the major imperialist powers trying to capture sources 
of raw materials. In the middle of the 20th century, when large sur- 
pluses accumulated in the Western World, the crisis expressed itself 
in the form of the emergence of multinational corporations, which be- 
gan to move into the developing world and use them as areas, where 
they could export their capital. 


Today the crisis of capitalism is expressing itself essentially as a fi- 
nancial crisis and the response to this financial crisis is emerging in 
the need to control and feint the functioning of the macro-economy of 
each of the developing countries and this has been done not in an ex- 
plicit way, not in a bi-lateral way, but through very abstract multi- 
lateral institutions, such as the IMF and the World Bank. As you 
know the IMF since the last two decades, through its conditionality 
clauses, has introduced a new ideology of development for the devel- 
oping world. This ideology in a sense is a harkening back to the more 
acute phase of capitalism, which is to re-structure the economies of 
the post-colonial countries into specialists in the production of raw 
materials and the export of raw materials. At a time when poverty 
levels are increasing, the IMF is pressurizing developing countries to 
cut down their budget deficits, which essentially means cutting 
down, cutting into development expenditures like health and educa- 
tion. 


So in a sense the crisis of the Western World is being transferred 
to the poorest sections of poor societies. One very dramatic example 
of this is that at a time, when the United States economy is running 
up budget deficits of around 200 billion dollars a year and at a time 
when in order to finance these deficits, the US has to maintain very 
high interest rates, the consequences, the direct consequences of this 
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is that the debt servicing burdens of the borrowing countries in the 
developing world are going up very very sharply. 


So while the US budget deficits are going up and where as a direct 
consequence the debt service burdens of the developing countries are 
increasing at precisely this time, the IMF is pressurizing developing 
countries to cut down their budget deficits or in other words to re- 
duce expenditures, which usually go towards the fragile sections of 
their societies. So in other words, the major capitalist countries, the 
excess consumption of the richest countries are having direct ad- 
verse effect on the poorest sections of poor societies. So in my view, 
given these circumstances, one of the major concerns of developing 
countries in general and the countries of Asia and Africa in particular 
is precisely to develop a coherent critique of the macro-economic poli- 
cy , that is now being imposed on almost every borrowing developing 
country. 


We at the moment do not have an adequate technical critique of 
what the IMF is proposing. I see planners in country after country 
swallowing this new ideology as if it was purely neutral and objective. 
We are swallowing this ideology, lock, stock and barrel. So that's the 
first, I think, requirement at this particular phase of imperialism, to 
develop a sophisticated, analytical critique of the implications of IMF 
conditionality. And the second is a practical alternative, because af- 
ter all the crisis of the developing countries is there. It's just that we 
don't like the solution, which is being proposed. So we have to come 
up with a people-centered alternative to the crisis, that we are facing 
in the developing world. 


Now what I thought that AAPSO could perhaps begin to do is to 
contribute substantially to the emergence of both the alternative cri- 
tique as well as the alternative development strategy for the develop- 
ing World. I think the whole impact of IMF policy is now being felt at 
the popular level in country after country. I've been to wide range of 
developing countries in the last year and it's remarkable how at the 
mass level, IMF has become part of the political lexicon. People are 
beginning to get aware of the IMF, but what at the mass level is se- 
verely lacking, is a coherent critique and a coherent alternative that 
can grip the minds of planners. 


Now I'm coming to the second aspect of my presentation, which is 
that we have in Mr. Nouri's presentation.a very frank criticism of the 
functioning of AAPSO and he has really painted a rather grim picture 
of AAPSO's crisis. I mean you are in a situation, where the Vice 
Presidents of the Organization not only don't make an intellectual 
contribution, but in which you find it even difficult to involve them 
in other activities, as you mentioned in your paper. 


The National Committees do not even bother to make a monetary, 
a small, the minimum monetary contribution to the functioning of 
the Head Office. At the same time the Presidium Committees it ap- 
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pears are not meeting regularly, and where they're meeting it's clear 
that the results of their activities do not correspond to the sound and 
fury that is made, and organizing these meetings. So it appears to me 
that you are an organization frankly, which is coming apart. The crit- 
ical elements of this organization do not seem to be either emotional- 
ly or ideologically concerned with the broad objectives and function- 
ing of this organization. I think, perhaps one major reason for this is 
that the particular and obviously AAPSO is taking part in a fairly 
wide range of activities, but it seems to me that AAPSO seems to be 
concentrating on making declarations, basically on talking with each 
other, which really has very little effect either on international think- 
ing, on key issues or much less so on the thinking of the masses in 
the developing world. 


I would have thought that perhaps one way to start mending the 
ruptures in AAPSO is to take on an activity, which will have a signifi- 
cant effect at all three levels , it can have significant effect on the lev- 
el of international thinking in major international furor and AAPSO's 
voice could be seriously heard in this furor, secondly by virtue to its 
relevance to a wide range of developing countries, you could involve 
the interest of the National Committees and thirdly you could help 
the National Committees in establishing contacts with the masses in 
their particular countries. 


The activity which I am pointing to , that can combine these 3 lev- 
els is to begin to do serious critical work on the IMF and to begin to 
posit both regional and country specific alternatives to the IMF policy 
. I think somebody, somewhere will have to take the decision to bring 
together these scholars, you know, every 2 or 3 months, when they 
have something to discuss, like details of their work, they could be 
brought together, somewhere for interacting with each other and the 
AAPSO Permanent Secretariat could perhaps draft a terms of refer- 
ence of such a study and perhaps to specify each stage of the work 
clearly so that scholars can begin to do serious coordinated efforts to 
rescue what seems to me to be the beginning of the end of AAPSO. 
Thank you. 
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Dr. A.S. NARANG 
INDIAN INSTITUTE FOR NON ALIGNED STUDIES 


What happens many times in the waves of euphoria, the reality is 
lost sight of and unfortunately right from the post- war period till 
now some of this has been happening . I agree, important changes 
are taking place in superpower relationship, important changes are 
taking place in Eastern Europe, but in spite of all this, superpowers 
and East Europe never constituted and still don't constitute the 
world. That has to be kept in mind and I think that is very important. 
Why’? 


We are perhaps witnessing the end of cold war at superpower lev- 
el, but a new type of cold war is emerging at regional level in the 
Third World, in developing countries. We have been discussing here 
yesterday and today the type of conflicts Third World has faced, both 
in active war and the type of some sort of aggression in the minds of 
people of neighboring countries within regions, which are developing 
so fast and are not looking near an end. That is very important for an 
organization like AAPSO to keep in mind. Similarly, new definitions of 
security, colonialism, imperialism are emerging. Again and again my 
feeling is when we talk of security, that the securily of a man, securi- 
ty of human being, of the poor countries, of Third World countries as 
a man is lost sight of. I think to this my friend Dr. Hussain, made a 
detailed reference yesterday. The very survival of that man is lost 
sight of, when we are laying emphasis on the territorial security of re- 
gions or of world. 


Similarly in Third World countries, while we were very happy with 
the so-called convergence of socialist and liberal ideologies, taking 
place both in the East and West, but we are forgetting or losing sight 
of a new type of fundamentalistic ideology of different types is emerg- 
ing very fast in the developing societies. Fundamentalism of various 
types. I don't want to pinpoint any particular type, but that funda- 
mentalism is creating a sort of divergence among the people, creating 
sort of wider gulfs among the people, sort of gulf between the state 
and the people, and making use of this fundamentalism, making use 
of this increasing gap between the people of one state and the other 
state. The ruling elites of these countries are curbing human rights of 
these very people like anything in these developing societies. Isn't it 
a new type of imperialism both within and without, not in terms of 
people, if we like to see and if we like to evaluate. Similarly I'm not 
going into detail, because my colleague has already done, in detail, 
about economics . 


In spite of liberalism and all those type of things, the terms of 
trade between the developed capitalist societies and the Third World 
countries are still that of imposing certain types of restrictions 
through IMF, through the World Bank indirectly. Is it not a new type 
of imperialism and colonialism? So these realities of the international 
situation somehow are being lost sight of in the euphoria of the su- 


22 


perpower detente and whatever is happening at ideological level and 
at political level, whether it is in Eastern Europe, Soviet Union or 
wherever it is. Now I am therefore very happy, when the Secretary 
General mentions that it is not good that AAPSO remains some sort 
of a body related to the ruling parties or the parties which are work- 
ing only in the field of struggle for power within their own states. If 
AAPSO's concern is really people, that I think it should be and it is. 
The very important roles in this type of international situation AAPSO 
can play is that AAPSO can really start a people- to- people dialogue 

among the people of developing societies, not state- to- state dia- 
logues. There are masses of various states of various countries, dis- 
cuss amongst themselves, realize what actually is happening and 
then try to put pressure collectively both on the ruling elites of their 
own states as well as in the international fora . for the restructuring 
as it has been defined many times by many people. 


Secondly AAPSO can also play a very important role in mobilizing 
public opinion both at regional level, as well as at international level 
to assess the international situation, not only from American point of 
view, not only from superpower point of view of these developing soci- 
eties and for that I think AAPSO needs a legitimacy. Now when I use 
the word legitimacy that means at the international level it has to 
prove that it really has people's at the back of it. Now for that AAPSO 
will definitely have to enlarge its activities, both at international and 
national levels various committees that are trying to mobilize, trying 
to cooperate, trying to work together with various other institutions, 
organizations, coming in public view, not remaining some sort of 
closed door or an elite oriented or a body of intellectual discussion 
limited to certain universities or wherever it is. If international furor 
feels that everywhere in all nations, people are with AAPSO, people 
are behind AAPSO, they are the real social base and the AAPSO as an 
international body, is speaking on behalf of people of the Third World 
countries, of Afro-Asian countries, then naturally its voice will have 
to be heard both by the powers that be in international politics and 
by the international regions. Thank you very much. 
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Mr. MOHAMED MOUSSA SOBEIH 
PALESTINE 


The observations of the Secretary-General are, in fact, the result of 
long and arduous discussions within and outside the Secretariat and 
persistent and protracted efforts within AAPSO and affiliated organs. 


Fortunately, we have initiated the discussion early enough to al- 
low for further examination of the issue. The accelerated internation- 
al developments have not fully unfolded; and we need time to follow 
up changes worldwide. What I have in mind are the problems of the 
Solidarity Movement the main brunt of which, is faced by the 
Secretariat. More important, the National Committees suffer, for the 
most part, from the absence of democracy in their countries. The 
composition of the Committees in many countries is not up to the re- 
quired standard. The democratic approach in the composition, re- 
expansion comprehensiveness and plurality of committees is of great 
importance to the future of the Afro-Asian Movement. 


We must also consider amendment of the Constitution. In the 
context of the new changes, I believe we must re-consider the major 
structures in the Organization. The multiple committee structures 
and numerous meetings are difficult to follow-up by the Secretariat; 
and they are poised to represent a heavy burden on AAPSO finances 
which will run to difficulty in future. A case in point is the list of 
Vice-Presidents. On the list before us figure 30 names of Members of 
Bureau of which majority are Vice-Presidents. We have with us here 
only 7 Vice-Presidents present. We select prominent figures who 
have many responsibilities and cannot concentrate themselves fully 
to solidarity. This is the case of this great discrepancy. We have dis- 
cussed this subject 10 years ago in Aden. I remind my colleagues, 
who were with us then, that we spoke in terms of Vice-Presidents 
and public figures, who could concentrate themselves fully rather 
than figures who were deeply involved in work in their countries and 
whose response and contributions to the Secretariat are weak, even if 
their contributions to their country are great. 


The Constitution must be reviewed; we must cut down on com- 
mittees and direct our efforts to the Third World, Third World prob- 
lems, and liberation movements, which I believe, need more than 
ever, the support of the Afro-Asian Solidarity Movement. The strug- 
gle of the Palestinian people is now in need of the support of all par- 
ties and Committees in the Third World. They are engaged in a war - 
a war of extermination daily faced by the Palestinian people in the oc- 
cupied territories. We are confronted by a terrorist fanatic mentality 
which seeks to obtain both the land and peace. We need greater sup- 
port from organizations such as AAPSO. Third World problems also 
must be given attention. We have to stress this point in the 
Constitution namely, the problems faced by the Third World in the 
age of the great technological revolution which is posing serious 
threat to the future of the Third world. The observations of the 
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Secretary-General addressed this subject. With respect to finance, I 
believe that the necessary resources should be provided for AAPSO. 

It has suffered since its inception from financial problems as a result 
of non-contribution of member Committees to its budget; and asa 
consequence, AAPSO has had to cut down on its activities. This 
would require regular contributions from all committees as well as a 
broader base of our national organizations. Furthermore, the 
Constitution should give appropriate expression of our targets. In 
this respect, I believe the observations of the Secretary-General have 
done full justice to the issue. 
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Mr. ABDUL GALIL GHILAN 
PEOPLE'S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF YEMEN 


As we discuss ways and means of advancing AAPSO, thanks are 
due to the valuable observations made by the President and the 
Secretary-General. I cannot but commend the uncontested value of 
the paper submitted by the Secretary-General on international devel- 
opments and their impact on AAPSO activities and the Third World, 
particularly Asia and Africa. The paper touched upon the difficulties 
faced by AAPSO, as a militant Organization, striving to fulfil the tar- 
gets for which it was set up and to promote the victory of our peoples 
in Asia Africa and the Third World in general. 


The changes have created new realities with which the President 
says, it is difficult to keep pace. Had we attempted to re-orient 
AAPSO at an earlier stage, our approach would have drastically dif- 
fered from what we apply at present in the context of the develop- 
ments on the international scene. Our thinking was different in 
Cyprus, Cairo, Berlin and as far back as our first initiation of the re- 
view of AAPSO orientation and our attempts to re-draw up its policies 
. Hence, dynamism and efforts are required to allow us to keep pace 
with developments in terms of AAPSO structures and methods of ac- 
tion. Such are the problems for which we must seek practical solu- 
lions. We should not be satisfied with the mere existence of struc- 
tures . Our brother Sobeih has tackled this point. We have already 
discussed at various instances the shortcomings of AAPSO. We have 
indicated that structures are set up formally without due considera- 
tion of whether they could fulfil their functions or were formal enti- 
ties in a structure irrespective of whether they were small or big in 
the context of the organization or its affiliates. 


Hence, the need for a change in mechanism and structures. The 
leadership both in the secretariat and technical machinery have to be 
seriously re-considered without making complementary allowances. 
All who work for AAPSO should fulfil a real function which is reflect- 
ed in AAPSO activilies and keeps pace with international develop- 
ments. AAPSO, which is no less greater than other international or- 
ganizations, is at a juncture which calls for review and openness at 
least amongst ourselves lest we become members in an ineffective or- 
ganizalion. In this respect, I should like to reiterate what Mr. 
Hamroush has said had that the paper been in our hands early 
enough, we might have come up with concrete proposals on the de- 
velopment of AAPSO. 


Nonetheless, we should address the task to the best of our ability . 
However, I am of the belief that we shall not be able, in the circum- 
stance, to do full justice to the task of resolving AAPSO problems. 


In its present situation, AAPSO will not be able to fulfil to the best 
of its ability its role and functions. I believe that the fact that the 
Secretariat has submitted this serious purposeful paper, reflects the 
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concern of AAPSO machinery, represented in the President, the 
Secretary General and even the Secretariat itself , over the future of 
AAPSO and ways and means of advancing the Organization. To dis- 
cuss Solidarity's future strategies and priorilies is no big deal. We 
could discuss the subject and re-discuss it. We can meet and touch 
upon the issue of developments. However the bottom line is how to 
keep pace with the changes. It is my belief that this is the crux of the 
problem. 


As I have indicated, nothing is easier than to devise new lines in 
the light of developments in the international areas to address 
AAPSO mechanism. Restructuring is, however, the core of the prob- 
lem. Restructuring should go hand in hand with political develop- 
ments namely, developments in the political situation and the cold 
war. As indicated by the paper It is my belief that if the Organization 
pursued the same course and failed to take in account and reflect in 
ils activities changes in the international scene, it will peter out of ex- 
istence. Were it to fail to keep pace and reflect developments and the 
will of the people which AAPSO, for all intents and purposes, was set 
up to fulfil, we shall lag behind developments. Among the required 
changes is the political address. It should be adapted to the changes 
in international political thinking. This is one of the points we shall 
have to consider. 


We do not want to embark on long discussions. There are many 
aspects to the problems we face. The paper has touched upon the is- 
sue but if we really want to resolve the problems, we should begin 
with the organizational structure as well as the financial and tactical 
aspects. 


Such in my view , are the important issues we have to confront. Is 
the leadership machinery up to standard? Can we, as indicated by 
the paper employ a smaller number of highly qualified staff and thus 
save a large sum of money which may be directed to the technical or 
political staff. Such issues have to be scrutinized to determine and 
identify the present state of affairs as well as possible alternatives. If 
need be, we can contact the National Committees if a Secretary is not 
up to the required standard. We have tackled the subject in earlier 
meetings but we lacked the courage to complain to the countries, 
Parties or Committees. Consequently they became a financial and po- 
litical burden that we bore in silence.. etc. I believe it is high time we 
conducted ourselves differently. The Committees will no doubt find 
advantage in being informed of the standard of its delegate if he fails 
to fulfil his national and Afro-Asian solidarity functions. I believe that 
the issue may be so addressed if the Secretary is below standard. It 
is my belief that this is the situation in a large number of our 
Committees. We should speak openly and clearly if we really want to 
change the conditions prevailing in AAPSO. We shall otherwise live to 
regret that we failed to seriously and openly confront such issues as 
we silently watch AAPSO fade out of existence.Thank you. 
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Mr. FERDINAND SWAI 
TANZANIA 


Thank you Comrade President. 

As I was saying. I was speaking as an observer, because the Vice- 
President, who was supposed to attend, could not make it due to, I 
may say, logistical reasons. Allhough he had prepared himself to at- 
tend and to make the necessary contributions. 


My observation is first, I appreciate the report by the Secretary 
General and the way he has raised the fundamental issues very 
clearly and openly. I agree entirely with the need for strengthening 
our Organization both in its organizational structure and in its func- 
tions. And so I really don't have much to Say as far as this aspect is 
concerned. On the issue of how to interpret the changing situation in 
the world, I also agree to say, that still the situation is rather fluid 
and one cannot really make concrete interpolations as to what is go- 
ing on now, because the developments are still taking place. One has 
got to be very much aware of the economic development and on the 
new colonization that is going on, being advocated, being carried for- 
ward by the IMF, as it has been correctly analyzed by some col- 
leagues, who have already spoken, and particularly as the delegate 
from Pakistan, has pointed out, that we need to educate the masses 
on how this new type of colonialism, coming along under the name of 
IMF, and the need for finding allernalive strategies for development . 


I'll say that our Organization should make itself aware of the work 
being done or being carried out by the" South Commission", which is 
about to publish or to wrile its report this year. Because I think the 
report of the " South Commission", will come out with allernative 
strategies for development and since this is a work, that has been 
carried out by experts, non-governmental people, we have every rea- 
son to back it up and see how far it can offer us alternative strategies 
for development and therefore I am arguing that AAPSO should be 
prepared to back up the report, when it comes out. 


On the question what is taking place in Eastern Europe, I was 
happy to see in the papers that were distributed, that comrade 
President, who made a statement on the aspect. What else I only 
wish to add, is that the solidarity organizations in these countries 
should try their best, to see to il, that whatever changes are taking 
place or may be the euphoria of the changes that are taking place 
should not make the peoples of those countries forget some of the, 
what I call fundamental problems, fundamental issues, that are con- 
fronting the Third World today, as I've pointed out, about poverty, 
about backwardness. And also there is one question that we have al- 
ways been mentioning in our meeting, that is the question of racial 
discrimination in Southern Africa. I'm saying this because, recently I 
think, you're all aware that the Foreign Minster of South Africa visit- 
ed Hungary and he took that as a big success, that was achieved for 
being accepted in one of the Eastern European countries, that so far 
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had been joining the progressive forces against Apartheid. Now, when 
you get such a situation, whereby changes, democratic change is tak- 
ing place, go to the extent or stretch that we back up even the racist 
regime, then one finds that the solidarity organization has to make 
this point clear. 


Finally, on the aspect of financial contribution, again, there is no 
way one can escape or avoid to say that an organization can survive, 
can carry on its activities without money. And therefore the obliga- 
tion for making contributions cannot be overemphasized. But also 
that has got to be taken into consideration, the concrete situation, 
the concrete condition of each and every national organization, as to 
what extent it can contribute to make the organization succeed. 

Thank you very much . 
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Mr. CHANDRAJIT YADAV 
(INDIA) 
VICE PRESIDENT OF AAPSO 


Mr. President, Mr. Secretary General and friends. 

I think that the statement of the Secretary General has raised 
some very important issues, and those issues need to be discussed 
thoroughly. It raises first of all a very ideological question, that the 
changes which are taking place in different parts of the world, in this 
era, it is not only Eastern European countries, the whole world is go- 
ing through the process of change. Perhaps certain political uphea- 
vals have taken place in East European countries and therefore they 
are very pointedly trying out changes, but really the process of 
change is taking all over the world and Gorbachov has said, I think 4 
or 5 years before, that the World is changing and that it requires a 
new thinking. Really, that was the statement, which was a very seri- 
ous statement and in the light of that statement many changes he 
started making in his own country, the Soviet Union. 


He also challenged certain things in his own country, when he 
said that the path of Lenin has been abandoned and therefore a lot of 
problems were created in that country itself. He said that when Lenin 
said that the power to the Soviets, that in practice this has not yet 
taken place there and therefore in the Soviet Union a very strong bu- 
reaucracy developed , within the party, within the administration and 
many mistakes were committed. So the real change started from 
there and even today, they are in the process of change. They went 
for very major political re-structuring, of having a Congress of 2,200 
people, election in Soviet Union, and involving people and also mak- 
ing many changes. 


I'm not going into details, but really speaking, if we want our 
movement to understand the changing situation, and if we want our 
movement to play a role, and there, it is not the Soviet Union only. 
Even in the capitalist countries . After all why did Reagan and Bush 
agree for serious discussions on disarmament, while, they were re- 
fusing, they were talking of limited nuclear power and all those kind 
of things and they were calling the communist system as an evil sys- 
tem. But then they were all compelled , really speaking, to realize cer- 
tain realities and change their whole approach, their whole under- 
standing about the world, about the socialist system, about the Third 
World. And if you go into details, in many socialist countries, they 
were Changing. They were changing to the new situation , there were 
pressures up the working class in those countries, pressures in trade 
unions, there were new situations of science and technological devel- 
opment, new correlation of forces in those countries. And in the light 
of those things, imperialists were working out new strategies , mulli- 
national corporations were working out new strategies. And therefore 
the changes were taken, really speaking , somewhere they were taken 
in a very subtle way, somewhere they were taken with pressure, the 
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other forces were not taking proper note of those changes and so in 
the Third World there are many changes. 


Now this question is being raised, that we used to talk about 
peace and development going together. So people were asking why 
peace and development , why not democracy and development 
should go together. Without democracy, without involvement of the 
common people, without involvement of the masses, you cannot have 
development. And if you have a development , you may have a capi- 
talist development. In many developing countries today, the problem 
is that there was talk only on growth. Growth for whom? Growth for 
the vested interest of the society? Growth for the rich people? 


Therefore I am saying that the changes had been taking place all 
over the world in every society and country, because it became inevi- 
table, because of the whole new technology, new communication 
methods, computers on the scene, jets on the scene, missiles on the 
scene , nuclear weapons on the scene and all and above everything 
upsurging of the masses. 


People are asserting today for their own rights. We should not 
close our eyes on what happened in Burma, we should not close our 
eyes to what happened in China. We should not close our eyes that 
there are so many other problems coming up. The ethnic problem is 
coming, system like the Soviet Union, a socialist system is today is 
seriously confronted with communal problems, with regional prob- 
lems, which is challenging our own national unity. Terrorism, the 
wailings in the whole world why are all these things taking place’?. 


Therefore I think that , really, I will take it as the general remarks. 
It is general remarks, let the people make in the first round general 
remarks. What they want to say. But later on, we should go by 
Agenda or item, for example, we have said: the current international 
situation and AAPSO, it needs separate concrete discussions. We 
should reach certain conclusions, and only then, we can define our 
role, what is our role. Otherwise, I fear that though the statement is 
very good, it is a heartbreaking statement, it has also pointed out to 
certain weakness of our relation, but it does give a very grim picture. 
If somebody hears only this spoken, it gives a very dim picture, which 
it is not. After this 3 day conference here in Aden, having one of the 
best conferences with larger, wider participation, with very concrete, 
very hopeful, optimistic decisions, let us have not a very grim picture 
that AAPSO has no role, or AAPSO, really speaking, has become very 
weak. I think that we should present a balanced picture also. Our 
strong points, our weak points and also then we should reach a prop- 
er conclusion about what we have to do. 


Today AAPSO's prestige is increasing in spite of many weakness 
since the Delhi 7th Congress, which was one of the most well orga- 
nized Congresses, which created a lot of enthusiasm in the whole 
movement and only because of our weakness we could not follow it 
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up. The only real difficulty is that we fail to follow up the certain ma- 
jor achievements, which we achieved and after that our follow-up 
process is very weak. And that is where AAPSO leadership has, real- 
ly speaking, to do a serious, hard searching. AAPSO has to change its 
methods. AAPSO has to take initiative, to ask the National 

Committees. Yes, I want to visit your country. I want to come. 
What are you doing? What are your reports? I'm also, when I'm the 
Vice President, but till now, two years, I have not received a single 
circular or a single letter. My address should be with the 
Headquarters. I don't know what is happening. I was asked by the 
Secretariat to attend two conferences without any background pa- 
pers, without even the address, the telephone. And I was confronted 
with such serious situations. What I want to say is that it is good 
that today, general remarks are being made . But from tomorrow, 
please take up agenda item by iftem. We need a very serious discus- 
sion, how people feel. 


Is socialist philosophy being challenged? Is the socialist system 
being challenged? Has socialism become outdated? Are there certain 
defects? These questions are being raised. If the East European 
countries are the socialist system, get certain things seriously chal- 
lenged. We are also affected, because we are a _ progressive 
Organization. The whole World knows that socialist countries have 
common understanding about anti-imperialism, about  anti- 
colonialism about building a new society, a new world, working for 
peace, working for disarmament and working for a new society. | 
think that why these things have happened, what were the reasons 
that these things have happened? If in Sofia, the people of Bulgaria 
come in thousands against Muslims and they are prepared to send 
them out of the country, why after so many years of socialism in a 
country this kind of thing is happening? Is something wrong there? 
What is there? I am raising these points, that I will request you, 
please have serious discussions. We have only one day tomorrow. We 
need more serious discussion of these political changes, this democ- 
racy, this pattern of democracy. 


People are also challenging not only the socialist pattern, but even 
democracy. Those who do not believe in democracy are those, who 
very genuinely feel that democracy also is an instrument of a vested 
interest. It is not an instrument which is a popular instrument, 
which is a people's instrument. In democratic system also one sec- 
tion of the people gets the power, gets the benefits of the develop- 
ment. They take the advantage of the whole thing and the rest of the 
people in the name of democracy are kept out. Then what kind of de- 
mocracy we are going to do? Are we going to, really speaking, play 
any role? That yes, we will fight for democracy, our Organization, 
which is a democratic Organization, which is a people's Organization, 
will raise the question of democracy in those countries, where there 
is no democracy at all, where people are denied their democratic 
rights. What our Committee's role will be in such a country? 
Therefore I'm saying that this question should be very seriously dis- 
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cussed because it is an ideological question, a serious political ques- 
tion and it is concerned with the future of the people. It is also con- 
cerned with the role of our Organization. 


Then when you review your duties of 89 or your work for 90 or 
your other position . I do not know what is the final position for 
AAPSO? How much is our annual budget? How much is the deficit? 
What are the sources? How are we going to mobilize the necessary 
budgets ? I had been telling, I told two years before, that please pub- 
lish the name of those Committees that .. give to us , those commit- 
tees that fail to give their contribution. Certain Committees are in a 
difficulty. They say yes , we want to do, but we can't give you in for- 
eign exchange. For example, we in India had been confronted with 
this problem that the World Peace Council asked us to pay 1,000 
dollars. Now we cannot give them 1,000 dollars because our govern- 
ment will not agree to give 1,000 foreign exchange to pay to another 
International Organization. Then how to pay it? We must specify to 
the Committees. Yes you can pay in this manner. Are we going to get 
them in terms of goods, are we going to get them in some other form? 
This much is there, your method will be this , you ‘Il print certain 
materials, you'll compensate like that. Are you holding an event and 
you compensate like that . And we should also be clear that every 
country will not be in a position to hold an event. If you ask for 1,000 
dollars for one Committee, perhaps 1,000 dollars they can manage to 
give, but if you ask to hold an event, where they have to spend say 
10,000 dollars or 20,000 dollars, they will not be able to do that. 
Therefore all these things should also be specified. But what will be 
the method. We have also to pressurize National Committees, that 
I'm telling you from my own experience. 


When it was decided to hold the 7th Congress in India, our 
Committee took the view that we will not pay a single’ Penny’ and 
AAPSO Headquarters should pay the entire cost, only then we'll be 
able to hold it. But I must give credit to comrade Tolstikov. He went 
on pressurizing and at one stage he said that let the conference not 
be held in India. If the Indian Committee is not prepared to pay any- 
thing, contribute anything, we will rather decide not to hold the 
Congress in India. That shook us and we said that was a challenge 
for us. To postpone it, it will bring a bad name to our country, a bad 
name to our Committee and therefore why should we not do that. 
And we did make a very serious effort and we were able to hold a very 
successful Congress, where we were not prepared to give a single 
penny, we collected and spent two million rupees for that congress, 
because we approached different forces. It is not that there is lack of 
support, but our method has been very sectarian. 


The question is that the whole thing is changing. If we live in a 
very sectarian narrow world, and if we think that we are a Committee 
and we are the whole thing and new forces are coming and emerging 
and new sections of people and new leadership, then there will be 
problems. Therefore, Mr. President, I think that these things, let the 
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people make their remarks, but tomorrow you take up Agenda by 
item by item and so that we can take some concrete decisions and we 
can know what is the position and how can we contribute . I agree 
entirely with you that we have reached a point, where some people 
are raising this question, whether AAPSO will survive? Did AAPSO 
only depend on the contributions of certain socialist countries? And 
if the socialist countries are in trouble, those socialist countries, will 
AAPSO survive or not? If their funds will not come, what will we do? 
Is there any possibility of working or not? If AAPSO is, really speak- 
ing, dependant only on few countries and after that if something hap- 
pens and AAPSO faces this problem of its own survival, then I think 
that we are not a masterpiece Organization, which is not true in my 
opinion. Because to be the AAPSO has required much much more. 


Today the role of AAPSO is really growing. Today the Third World 
and developing countries are facing serious challenges. We need a 
strong public-opinion-maker-instrument. We need to go to the mass- 
es and organize them and from our experience we can say that in 
India, we have succeeded in becoming a very strong masterpiece 
Organization. 17 political Parties of India, irrespective of their politi- 
cal ideology and their political differences. They meet on this plat- 
form, they work together. Even I can say, that there is a change in 
government of India today, but AIPSO has not been affected. Our 
character has not been affected. All those political parties, which 
were working before this political change, are even working today. If 
we received support from the previous government, we are likely to 
get support from the present one. Well not may be the same, but 
there are elements in this government also and there are elements in 
other political Parties also. We did not allow any of the political differ- 
ences to creep into our Organization, because we think that this 
Organization has a different role to play and we must maintain that 
character. 


I think that the experiences from the different National 
Organizations should be conveyed to the other Committees also, so 
they should be able to learn, they should be able to know what are 
the strategies, the matters, the methods of functioning, which have 
helped certain Committees. Therefore with these words, please take it 
as my off-hand remarks, just only to probe a point and also to probe 
a more meaningful discussion, but I think that tomorrow, we should 
go by Agenda, so that we are in a position to take concrete decisions 
and also make our contributions and see that AAPSO becomes a very 
effective instrument for the changes which are taking place. We 
should be able to contribute in a proper way with a proper attitude, 
so that the role of the public opinion, which remains very strong. 
UNO only recognizes you because of this. Other Organizations, only 
recognize you only because of this. Because you know sometimes you 
feel helpless without public support and they get support from you 
and the Secretary General of the UNO writes to you, to your confer- 
ence and your Organization and expects from you certain sugges- 
tions that UNO can become more effective. That means that they do 
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have expectations from you. Therefore these are my remarks Mr. 
President and I think that in the light of these and other friends re- 
marks, who speak tomorrow, we should take Agenda points. Thank 
you very much. 
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Mr.VITAL BALLA 
VICE PRESIDENT OF AAPSO 
(CONGO) 


Thank you Comrade Chairman, 


I think that after having heard all the friends that have spoken be- 
fore me, more particularly, the friends from Pakistan, India, Palestine 
and especially the declaration of Vice-President Chandrajit of India 
who enquired wherefrom came the resources of the Organisation, I 
believe that herein lies the problem. 


Comrade Chairman, I have rapidly skimmed the document enti- 
tled "Introductory Remarks" submitted by the Secretary-General 
which I acknowledge, that when considered, turned out to be basical- 
ly realistic. The Secretary-General in it requests the Bureau and us, 
its members, to reflect the new AAPSO strategy bearing in mind the 
changes taking place throughout the world and more particularly in 
Eastern Europe. I immediately support the point of view of Vice- 
President Chandrajit of India who informed us of AAPSO's resources 
and the terms and policies we should put into practice according to 
the resources at our disposal. For we have to calculate the costs of 
our policies. 


Of all the speakers who took the floor after Comrade Nouri's intro- 
duction, Comrade Chairman, I have listened to the speeches from 
the Socialist Camp, more particularly to the interventions of the 
Soviet Union, The GDR and others for in our bilateral discussions, 
we discussed all these problems and the major concern which we all 
share whether at WPC level of which I am Vice-President or in AAPSO 
Centres on the future of the Organisation. We thus have to find out 
the means at our disposal that would enable us to carry out the new 
strategy. 


With regard to the substance of the document submitted by 
Comrade Nouri, I agree with the point of view raised by my friend 
from Palestine who said "wait and see", for immediate adoption of de- 
cisions, particularly on the political level, would perhaps precipitate 
matters. As a leader of the solidarity movement in African countries 
if they submit certain notes calling upon us to establish democracy, 
pluralism etc, they will be making us adopt the policy of the IMF 
which believes that by economic pressure the will of people to liber- 
ate themselves and freely participate in the community of nations 
may be reduced. This is what we are now witnessing in our respec- 
tive countries. The thesis that National Committees were bureau- 
cratic may be countered by the fact that they were the sounding 
boards of political parties, and I believe that the majority of African 
political parties were part and parcel of our Solidarity Organization 
i.e. liberation movements or political movements and as a result 
have acceded to the highest offices of government in their countries. 
This set up does not exist in the countries of North Africa or of 


36 


Europe, therefore, when we consider organisational matters we 
should take into account the idiosyncrasies of each region. It would 
be very inept of me Comrade Balla, an African leader, to support this, 
knowing what is happening on the African continent, particularly, 
South of the Sahara. 


If my understanding is correct we are to take resolutions and deci- 
sions for submission to the next Presidium, which means that we are 
to adopt a new strategy for AAPSO. I think that it is still very prema- 
ture to adopt such decisions in the field of strategic policy for, as I in- 
sist to emphasize here at this Bureau, Comrade Chairman, the single 
party in Africa, whether, in socialist or capitalist- oriented Africa, has 
nevertheless been a catalystic factor. It made us aware of many tri- 
bal and, regional wars which have always caused colonialism to pil- 
lage African populations. What we can do! believe is retain the situ- 
ation already existing in our respective countries for there is at least 
democracy within such parties which represent all strata of the pop- 
ulation even religious. I have given you here the example of my 
country, the Congolese Workers’ Party, though it has a Marxist orien- 
tation, but having borne in mind to ensure the participation of the 
broad popular bases all aspects are taken into account. I believe 
that within such a _ context the attempt to pass such an allegation 
would reduce the efficiency of our Organisation in the continent, and 
more particularly in Central Africa. 


To return to the concerns that preoccupy us all, namely, to im- 
prove the working methods of our Organisation, I agree with what 
our friend Chandrajit of India has said on the need to examine the 
contribution of each National Committee in order to balance the 
Organisation's budget and according to the funds at our disposal set 
out to make programmes for our activities. For our friends from the 
Socialist camp, as we have frankly discussed before, they do not 
know now how their national resources will be distributed. Their 
National Committees will even not have the same possibility of action 
they had before. There will thus be a chain reaction in terms of the 
capabilities of the Committees as a major source of contribution. We 
therefore have to bear in mind such events. 


Now to return to the concerns of the Secretary-General who says 
that we have to ameliorate the activities of the Permanent 
Secretariat; I agree with him that we have to internationalise person- 
nel within the Secretariat to address the needs of survival of our 
Organisation. However, each National Committee should be called 
upon, even from tomorrow, to financially support anyone they send 
to the Secretariat. This way we will at least have more means to run 
the Secretariat. I agree with the proposals made in this respect. 
With regard to African Committees, it is true, as our Tanzanian 
friend has said, we may not expect from them to be large contribu- 
tors, even at the level of the OAU. It is the government that pays and 
even of the United Nations African governments have difficulties hon- 
ouring their obligations. This is particularly so due to IMF pressures 
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which call for total privatisation policies, total recolonisation. I know 
that in our country the state is the chief provider but now we have 
many unemployed people and this risks to create social problems in 
Sub-Saharan Africa. 


These are questions which preoccupy us too, but we agree with 
this recommendation which calls for Solidarity Committees to go to 
the masses in order to explain and sensitize them on solidarity is- 
sues. In our country such activity is carried out in university cam- 
puses, schools, and work premises. The world has specialised com- 
mittees for international and national activities. In such a way we 
will be able to contribute towards the improvement of our methods of 
action. But as you said Comrade President, we will immediately 
meet the problem of resources, as a National Committee which oper- 
ates well from the political and financial points of view will make us 
review our position. 


Under such circumstances we will seek to stress international rep- 
resentation increasingly, i.e. within international institutions, in or- 
der to represent the points of view of Africa, Asia and of our support- 
ers. At national level, at continental level we will entrust the more 
active among us the task of sensitizing others who will gradually 
come to join our ranks. Otherwise it would be as the Secretary- 
General said, too much expenses would be incurred for very little 
benefit. I agree with him. This is my input for this afternoon 
Comrade President. I am prepared to make others tomorrow. 
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Mr. LI SONG HO 
P.D.R. KOREA 


Excuse me Mr. Chairman, dear delegates. First of all I would like 
to express my deep gratitude to the Afro Asian People's Solidarity 
Organization and the Yemen Council for Peace and Solidarity for 
their sincere efforts to convene this meeting. I take this opportunity 
to inform you of the situation on the Korean Peninsula and the new 
proposal made by the Workers Party of Korea and the People's 
Democratic Republic of Korea for the peace and re-unification of 
Korea. 


The great leader Comrade Kim I] Sung has advanced in his New 
Year's address to the nation proposed to remove the barrier between 
the North and the South and materialize free travel and full scale 
open door and to hold the North South top level conference, in which 
the heads of the authorities and leaders of political parties will take 
part. This new initiative is a historical national celebration proposal, 
aimed at , overcoming obstacle and difficulties on the way to the re- 
unification of Korea and to bring about radical change in the settle- 
ment of the re-unification question. 


The new proposal clarified by the great leader is now enjoying ac- 
tive support and the sympathy among the world people as well as 
the Korean people as it is reasonable and realistic to say that this 
proposal correctly reflects the ardent desire of the entire nation and 
the demand and change of the times. The South Korean Authorities 
went through the motion of welcoming back the free travel and total 
opening, but at the same time they totally shuned the question of the 
removal of the concrete wall, the barrier of division and signing of an 
agreement of traffic and communication as part of the two Koreas 
plot, thus trying to deceive public opinion at home and abroad. 


As long as the concrete wall, a symbol of national division and 
North and South confrontation is kept in fact, it is impossible to en- 
sure free travel and total opening and settle the unification question 
with concern and efforts and the wisdom of the nation. While making 
false, as if they are interested in the North-South dialogue, the US- 
South Korean Authorities are going to stage a thin spread 90 joint 
military exercise, which is a nuclear war exercise for the first tolling 
strike against the People's Republic of Korea, with a mobilization of 
armed forces, 180 thousand soldiers strong and the latest military 
equipment. This constitutes a terrible threat to peace and the securi- 
ty of this part of the world. This war game to be staged on the land of 
South Korea, which is already filled with thousands of nuclear weap- 
ons is a tendency with a great danger of being developed into a new 
World war. 


First of all, South Korean authorities arrested Rim Su Gyong who 
came to the North to discuss with us the re-unification question as 
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well as Father Moon Gyn Hyon and are attempting to punish them 
on the charge of the fascist security law. If the United States and the 
South Korean authorities truly want the relaxation of tension and the 
peaceful re-unification of Korea they must give up the true Korean 
policy, and accept without delay our proposals for negotiation, pull 
down the concrete wall, the symbol of national division and of North 
South confrontation and immediately stop the war exercise, that 
aims to irritate us. We expect that the AAPSO and solidarity organi- 
zations in various countries will enroll the public opinion of the world 
in favour of the new proposal, so that it will be realized. 


The struggle of our people for national re- unification is closely 

interlinked with the endeavours of the world people for indepen- 
dence and peace. The desire of mankind to live in an independent 
and peaceful world cannot be realized apart from the struggle against 
imperialism, the root cause of aggression and war. The imperialists 
are now employing a variety of disguises to act as envoys of peace 
and humanism. All this is nothing but a cunning trick to blow the 
reason of the people of the world and to achieve the aggressive and 
prodigatory ambition. Recently the United States declared before the 
world, the end of cold war and the advent of a nearer peace, but this 
was immediately followed by their open invasion against Panama, a 
sovereign state. Therefore we reiterate our call for the unity of all the 
peace loving people in Asia, Africa and the world. 
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Mr. DIETER HOFMAN 
(GDR) 


Mr. Chairman, friends. First of all I have to convey the greetings of 
the members of the GDR Solidarity Committee. It means our commit- 
tee is still alive and we are working. As a result of our work in the 
past, we now have the advantage of self-financing, we are not reliant 
on any budget from the state. It is for the time being an advantage 
and we have started with a minimal program for 1990, which in- 
cludes also some contribution to AAPSO Secretariat. 


We should say that from October 89, there were created a lot of 
new political parties and political groups, which came together at the 
round table. We call it round table. It's a usual word now in the 
world, about 16 to 20 groups are now united at the round table, 
united at the table , but dis-united in opinion. We have started to get 
into contact with them from the very beginning , because we consider 
the following , as long as the GDR will exist, as long as the idea of in- 
ternational solidarity as a part of our identity will exist. 


We found in principle, positive response, which was especially 
characterized by cooperative actions towards the Rumanian people. 
We have sent about two planes, we have sent two trains together 
with such new political groups, such as the New Forum, like the 
United Leftists, like the group called Democracy Now and others. We 
hope we can continue in this sense. We have prepared a new consti- 
tution for our Solidarity Committee, which we will deliver for discus- 
sion to all these groups and at an appropriate time to find us togeth- 
er at a table and to discuss how we can continue solidarity work in 
the sense of progress and humanity and human dignity. 


We have had comparatively long period of cooperation with the 
churches and religious groups of our country. They came to us about 
a month ago to our Committee, and expressed their gratitude for this 
type of practical cooperation and expressed the hope that we will in 
future continue the cooperation on different concrete projects. 


Now I should say some actual things. I got a press telegram from 
home, telling us what went on over the weekend. Yesterday there was 
a publication in a West German paper called "Die Bildzeitung", where 
they published an article that there will be a coup d'etat in GDR. It 
was completely denounced by our press spokesman, because there is 
no ground and there is even no possibility for such thing. Because 
our government under Prime Minister Modrow went into talks with 
the representatives of the round table and he asked them to take 
over governmental responsibilities. It means to name ministers. It 
means to work together until 6th of May 1990, when general elec- 
tions in GDR will take place. Until last week they refused. but it 
seems from the last meeting, which took place last night, that more 
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or less, the attitude has changed and some of them are ready to join 
the transitional government, but only until 6th of May. 


What is characteristic for those also sparked here, that they are 
very strong in their pre-election campaign against the Socialist Unity 
Party/Party of Democratic Socialism, this party, became now its dou- 
ble name. You see all of them refused to go into any coalition with 
this Socialist Unity Party/Party of Democratic Socialism (SED/PDS) 
after the election in May 1990. So the former Deputy chairman of 
that Party, left on Sunday, together with other 40 people. They left 
the Party, because according to his opinion this Party SED/PDS is 
not able to renew itself and it is not able to destroy the fears of the 
people of the country of a return of Stalinist bureaucracy. This new 
group demands economic reform in GDR. They speak of a re- 
unification of the economies of the two Germanies, and they speak of 
a monetary union between GDR and West Germany and further more 
they declare their assistance for the social democratic programs. 


I should inform you that the Party Commission has decided that 
all except one, members and candidate members of the former polit 
Bureau to exclude from the Party. Most of them are now in prison, 
awaiting trial for misuse of power, corruption and at the same meet- 
ing on Sunday 47 comrades, who were under repression during this 
time of Stalin got rehabilitation. Another Party of GDR, the National 
Democratic Party of GDR, which is considered to get 8-10 % of the 
votes during the general elections on the 6th of May, declared that it 
is ready to go into a coalition with all Parties of left or right, except 
those people from the SED/PDS. They has included in their election 
program a plan for German unity, step by step, startling with a re- 
form of economy and the monetary system to create by 1992 joint 
country of chambers of different countries of East and West Germany 
and a government of confederation and in 1995 to declare a neutral 
German Republic under the principles to recognize the Polish West 
border, non-alignment and military neutrality and declare that if the 
German people strive for its unity , nobody, no foreign government 
can refuse it. 


I should inform you that every Monday for months now, about 
100,000 people are demonstrating in the evenings, demonstrating in 
Leipzig, the 2nd biggest city, demanding unity of Germany. People of 
all ages, many of them are of the wrong opinion that one can unite 
West German prosperity with East German social security. It will be 
impossible under new market conditions, where exploitation will take 
place. There is a quick development, in creating joint ventures be- 
tween GDR and FRG companies and monopolies. We first demanded 
that 51% of the joint venture capital should be in our hand and 49 in 
theirs. But now what I learnt last week is that if West German com- 
panies will come for joint ventures with extremely high technology 
there should be a type of secure investment. So that it is quite possi- 
ble that there will be in some joint ventures even a West German ma- 
jority. 
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The Polish Western border, the Oder-Neisse border is now and for- 
ever the natural Polish border. It was in an interview by a West 
German lady, President of the Bundestag that she declared the readi- 
ness, we don't know whether the government of Kohl will permit her 
to go to this place. Our foreign Minister was in Moscow and they dis- 
cussed among others with comrade Sheverdnadze problems of disar- 
mament coming up to the year 2000 to nil. It means no army of West 
Germany and no army of GDR. The question of Soviet troops in GDR 
was not discussed, but according to the Soviet opinion the process of 
reforms in the GDR is not connected to the presence of Soviet troops, 
because the process of reform is carried out by the GDR people itself. 


I think, friends, these reforms are carried out by the GDR people 
themselves. I think, friends, this is in short, some news and I would 
say also my personal assessment, because you will not have and will 
not find today an official assessment of the situation. Each and eve- 
rybody is free and is forced to try to make his own assessment. You 
look there is even every Monday the round table starting at 9 in the 
morning up to 9 in the evenings and this round table is translated in 
TV life, you see and this brings naturally also among our friends in 
the Committee a lot of discussion, of various problems and we should 
look forward that our work is carried out and not only discussions 
taking place in the Committee. It should also be worked and this was 
the reason our friend Achim Reichardt decided that somebody from 
us should come here to attend this meeting of the Bureau. 


All in all I can say that the Solidarity movement of GDR is still ex- 
isting in various forms and the example of Romania, where we col- 
lected about 10 million Marks in a very short time, shows that the 
idea of solidarity is still with our population and this is our hope. 
Thank you. 
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Mr. MIROSLAV PRCHAL 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


As you probably know the main and leading political force in our 
country now is the Civic Forum, which is a movement comprising 
various political groupings, practically all of them were called before 
November 17th last year dissidents. They were in fact working more 
or less illegally during the former regime and their forces vary from 
Trotzkists to bourgeois elements. Of course it is very difficult to find 
out the course of this Civic Forum and the internal set up of the forc- 
es, but what is clear, is that now they are criticizing, not only the last 
21 years of our development, but they are now going back to criticiz- 
ing events from 1948, it means from the socialist revolution. 


The foreign policy is now also in hands of, I mean, in the pose of 
the Minister of Foreign Affairs , in the hands of Mr. Dienstbier, who 
was one of the leading dissidents. Now of course, since the foreign 
policy of the Civic Forum and of the government of national under- 
standing is not yet defined, we can nevertheless say that our new 
President Vaslav Havel said at his New Year speech that through the 
election he wants to invite the Dalai Lama of Tebet, because in his 
speech he stressed moral values as basis of our foreign policy . At the 
same time also he said that through the election he wants to renew 
diplomatic relations with Israel and yesterday and the day before 
Shimon Perez, was in Czechoslovakia, officially invited by the 
Minister of Finance, but he was received by the Prime Minister and 
by the President himself. It means if you analyze, you see that Tebet 
is occupied by China, so we should support the Dalai Lama. At the 
same time of course by inviting Shimon Perez he didn't mention the 
Palestine issue. 


So under these conditions we are trying to work , but we are not 
as well organized as our friends in GDR, because our Solidarity 
Committee was based on the system of the Czechoslovak national 
front and our fund of peace and solidarity is now not under our con- 
trol for the time being. So we are facing for the time being financial 
problems. 


At the same time, this is not so important, because now we are 
trying to contact other political forces. I must acknowledge the role of 
our friend Nouri Abdel Razzak , who three weeks ago during his visit 
to Czechoslovakia, visited the Civic Forum Secretariat and appreciat- 
ed the development of our democracy and stressed there that the slo- 
gans under which the Civic Forum won its power, that is freedom, 
democracy and human rights are the same in use and principles on 
which AAPSO and its member Organizations and Committees are 
working. I think it helped us a lot . But of course during this restruc- 
turing of our Solidarity Committee we have to be, I would say, very 
careful, because we want such a Solidarity Committee, which would 
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be able to develop, to defend the rights of the Palestinian people, of 
the South African people, of our friends in Afghanistan, Nicaragua 
and so on. For the time being it is very difficult to defend these prin- 
ciples, because the press and all the media are already in the hands 
of the Civic Forum so far. For example I should mention that the 
Palestinian Ambassador in Prague Abu Hisham. made two very impor- 
tant and clever steps. First of all before Christmas he visited a very 
influential Archbishop of the Catholic Church Thomashek who is 
supporting the Civic Forum and the course and he is strongly anti- 
communist, he supported the issue of the Palestinian people and 
spoke for just peace. But this very important news was published 
only in one Daily, which belongs to a Christian- oriented popular par- 
ty and there was no publicity. Also he visited the Civic Forum 
Secretariat to inform them about the case of Palestine and he was as- 
sured that of course they will support the just struggle of Palestine, 
but this was not an official one. Also no news. 


So this is also our difficulty that you know the various dailies, TV, 
radio are not publishing news about issues which according to them 
are at variance with the policy of the Civic Forum. I mentioned the 
activity of the Palestinian Embassy of course, I think , that this is 
what I would like to stress, because for long years, the Solidarity 
Committee supported our friends in Africa, Asia and Latin America 
and now I think we would like to ask you also for your assistance in 
such a way that to again mention the activities of the Palestinian 
Embassy in Prague. Unfortunately we did our best during the stu- 
dent strike, because students played a very important role in the first 
month, that there was a protest march against the crushing of the 
Chinese student movement for democracy and we spoke with various 
Palestinian student organizations and with other organizations based 
in Prague to arrange a demonstration against universities in the oc- 
cupied Palestine being closed for two years, the students being sent 
to concentration camps and so on. We asked our friends that they 
should arrange letters from them and other Palestinian university 
students to ask Czechoslovakian students for their solidarity, but 
nothing happened and the problem was not only the not necessary 
activities of the Palestinian students , but also they were impossible 
to convince the leaders of the Czechoslovakian students movement to 
do that . This is also significant. 


So I think in various activities, our friends in Czechoslovakia, 
mainly foreign students, because some of the students are on the 
scholarship of the Solidarity Committee and they are members of the 
National Liberation movement, should be active to tell the leading 
political forces that if the postulate freedom, democracy and human 
rights, they should also stress that these values are indivisible if one 
nation is not free, the world will not be safe. Thank you. 
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Mr. JOSEPH W. MUSOLE 
VICE PRESIDENT OF AAPSO, 
PRESIDENT OF ZAMBIA PEACE AND SOLIDARITY 
COUNCIL. 


Comrade President , Allow me to say my assessment of the situa- 
tion as it is developing in Eastern Europe. Now I feel personally that 
AAPSO will be affected by these developments in various ways. 
Firstly,I feel from my own point of view that AAPSO will be affected in 
ideological terms. Secondly,I feel that the operations of AAPSO itself 
will be affected considerably. Thirdly,I feel that we should at some 
time or other discuss, to discern to what extent, changes we can 
make as AAPSO in light of this changed situation. And also from the 
above, all I feel that the character of the reforms, the nature of the re- 
forms that are taking place throughout Europe and in many other 
places, should also be understood very clearly. 


Now it is not possible from my own assessment at this Bureau 
meeting to come out with exact answers as to what we should do in 
order to align ourselves correctly with the situation that is taking 
place now. In my remarks at the Seminar in Cairo, that was called to 
share experiences, I did refer to the need to call a seminar that would 
deal with exactly this position, where papers, research papers , will 
be delivered and proper analysis of concrete situations made so that 
from these we can itemize what we have to accept and what not to 
accept. But comrade President. I feel that in ideological terms, the 
ideological unity that characterized AAPSO many years ago, | think 
we will all agree that it has been shaken. We have now to think what 
has come to be called pluralism. In the past we discerned very easily 
as what is a progressive movement to support and what is not a pro- 
gressive movement not to support. Just now a colleague has told us 
about the problems in Czechoslovakia and how it may not be possi- 
ble to support very easily the Palestinian struggle. This is not only in 
Czechoslovakia. In my opinion, it is something that will go on for a 
long time. Throughout the world, movements will emerge which are 
progressive and they'll need our solidarity. Now with this shake up of 
the ideological unity that we have had for many years I do not see 
how we could very easily discern what is progressive and what is not 
progressive. 


One party state is also another factor which is very important in 
the African situation particularly. In Zambia, also we have a one par- 
ty state. The question of pluralism, the question of multi-party sys- 
tem is ruled out and I would like to inform this Bureau that from 6th 
to 8th of February this year, Zambia will be discussing developments 
in Eastern Europe. It will be followed by the National Council, that is 
the supreme body that is ruling Zambia, to make the necessary deci- 
sions arising from that seminar. So we can see the interest that is be- 
ing created by these developments is far reaching. Whereas it might 
have started from one area, it is now a kind of revolution, as a wave 


46 


that is affecting all countries of the World. 


As for Zambia Solidarity and Peace Committee, which I presently 
head, we cannot see how we cannot associate ourselves with the cur- 
rent situation in our country. We have to work with a party within 
limits of one party state as much as possible in order that we may get 
a licence to organize our people. You know for sure that Zambia for 
many years has not had the privilege of working on the left in the 
sense that as communist parties in the East have had that privilege 
and therefore even the question of progressive solidarity movements, 
the question of ideas, egalitarian ideas, are very vague in various 
places of the country and it's only now that Zambia's Solidarity and 
Peace Committee had the chance to go to almost all districts to the 
masses for the need to see things from the progressive angles. 


So I don't quiet agree that the solidarity movements should only 
confine themselves to movements, which are not supported by the 
government of the party, because I feel it is a necessity as a matter of 
tactics for various other movements, which need that support. 
Commitment to the egalitarian ideals has characterized AAPSO for 
many many years. These principles in my opinion, were pioneered 
and headed by the October Socialist Revolution. These are the ideas, 
which permeated throughout the whole World and in my opinion, 
these are the ideas which found themselves taken up by AAPSO, the 
Bandung principles that were created were all the result of the 
October Socialist Revolution and particularly the decree on peace by 
Lenin on October 24/25 in 1917. I don't see how at this date, how 
many years have passed, should we turn around to start to revise 
ourselves and forget those principles which are very dear to us, 
which are very dear in the minds of all our people throughout the 
world. 


The ideas of social development will still go, because these are at 
the bottom of the feelings of the people throughout the world. Now 
the leading role of any progressive organization is very very impor- 
tant. Already we hear from the explanations, that our colleagues here 
have given the role of the Communist party, the role of the progres- 
sive elements in Bulgaria. We should be able to hear the progress 
and what is happening, because in my opinion it is really something 
that amounts to a counter revolutionary situation, where the com- 
munist parties are no longer in control, are being thrown into a mi- 
nority. They have been thrown into positions of defence. It is as if 
starting from afresh the struggle that was started a long time ago, a 
struggle that was created and initiated by the October Socialist 
Revolution. I'm surprised even, when I read the remarks of the 
General Secretary comrade Nouri, when he said that AAPSO was not 
born out of a cold war situation, because I feel it was born out of the 
cold war situation. The fact that the world was divided into two 
groups, the capitalist society and the socialist society, hence the con- 
flict, which will go on until imperialism, until capitalism had been 
eliminated from this earth. 
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The operations of AAPSO will be affected as I have said. The social- 
ist countries , the communist parties actively participated in the sup- 
port of the work of AAPSO, now it is not possible and our colleagues 
here tell us that we have supported AAPSO for many years , and it is 
now your turn comrades now also to support us, in a difficult situa- 
tion. It is very understandable. It is very understandable that support 
will no longer be there. I feel personally that there is a transition to 
everything and this situation which has permeated throughout 
Eastern Europe should be looked at with the spectacles of transition. 
We cannot understand it very clearly, until at a future time, when the 
effects of what has been going on had been realized. 


Already there is a time table for some of the issues, but even after 
the 6th of May, there will be some elections elsewhere and later on 
there'll be some elections elsewhere and the situation will stabilize. 
But what I am trying to emphasize, comrades, is that we cannot at 
this meeting, come out with exact answers as to how we should re- 
align ourselves with the whole situations. Now the changes, that are 
necessary will come out at a later date, when we will know the situa- 
tion. What is more also, is the character of reforms, that are going 
on. Are they of a universal character or are they law- governed or in 
fact are partial, that they affect only certain countries, like we have 
seen in the socialist countries and so on. All these need to be stud- 
ied very very clearly, because in the Third World countries all this 
will result . 


Let me take the example of my country Zambia. If the reforms 
were taken up to their logical conclusions, will this not insight also 
the question of certain other countries, like what was used to be 
called Basutoland in my country, my native land, which was a gov- 
ernment within the government of Zambia, during the colonial era, 
during the British rule, but after independence we had to join hands. 
So all these questions that I'm trying to give, are examples that all 
these questions need to be studied. Actually we cannot do justice by 
immature speeches like the one I'm giving now and what other people 
are giving. So really now I pledge that if possible the Secretariat and 
this Bureau should see the need that we call for a seminar, at which 
papers will be put and then see how this will affect us as AAPSO. 

Thank you very much, comrade President. 
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Mr. AHMED HAMROUCH 
PRESIDENT OF ECAAS 


I am sorry I missed the last session because of my poor health. I 
believe that this Bureau is the most important ever held by AAPSO. 
International changes follow one another in quick succession; and I 
am of the belief that in times of changes and great developments, we 
cannot take firm steps. Organizations cannot enjoy stability while 
the opinions we reach may not always be right. Influencing factors 
are not clear and there are different changes. The question posed is 
whether we should wait until changes are fully unfolded? Should we 
not become an influencing factor in such changes? Shall we stand 
by; silent observers, waiting for the results? Do we, in fact, lack the 
ability to influence events? 


Europe's problems have nothing to do with the problems we face. 
International detente and the end of the cold war have not resolved 
our local problems and wars. The conflicts are still entrenched to dif- 
ferent degrees depending on the area, the changing circumstances 
and the moment. The paper submitted by the Secretariat provides a 
framework for the consideration of such developments and poses an 
important issue, namely, the deep seated feeling of responsibility in 
the confrontation of the future. Without going into details over the 
theoretical and political issues raised by the paper, we shall seek to 
consider with you the bases on which to build up the work of AAPSO 
in future. 


I have scrutinized the important paper submitted by the 
Secretariat. I should like to touch upon certain points for considera- 
tion by the meeting which we hope will crystallize our collective 
thoughts and ideas. 


First, the report of the Secretary-General says that in certain 
stages of the history of AAPSO, it was forced to adopt ideologies im- 
posed by the Cold War. It however fails to indicate whether they 
were right or wrong nor does it point out the motive. It also indicates 
that AAPSO is seeking to become an ofganization of the very essence 
of the Third World. Some explanation is required to show why 
AAPSO failed to be such an organization for 30 years of its persistent 
struggle; and to what extent such a statement is true. 


Second, mention is also made of committees that are a mere affili- 
ated office of the ruling party. This is a recognized fact and reference 
to the issue at this time is in order. The question posed is whether 
such committees contributed to AAPSO activities in recent years and 
whether there was any contradiction between their work and AAPSO 
leadership as a result of situations imposed by the political circum- 
stances in their countries as well as ways and means of coping with 
such committees in future. 


49 


Third, the paper makes no reference to marginal committees who 
carry out no role in the Movement and who are known to us only 
through their limited never- changing representatives. 


Fourth, the paper does not touch upon committees set up outside 
their respective states which were accepted by AAPSO as representa- 
tives of their people inspite of the resulting negative effects on the re- 
lation of the peoples of such states with AAPSO and the position to 
be adopted towards resolving such unacceptable situation. 


Fifth, the self-criticism practiced in the paper and touching upon 
the nature of the leadership,work and good management is worthy of 
appreciation, but would be useless, unless the impairing situation, 
that the paper indicates has been discussed at several instances, is 
not overcome. We have to find practical solutions to this problem be- 
fore the Presidium Meeting. I have in mind the relation between the 
Permanent Secretariat, the Bureau and the different levels of the 
leadership. 


Sixth, the report refers to the situation in the Permanent 
Secretariat, wherein the Secretariat assumes political responsibili- 
ties, carries out surveys and adopts resolutions without the effective 
and practical participation of the Vice-Presidents or the members of 
the Bureau while it suffers from the fact that some of the secretaries 
are below standard. The report also indicates the need to up-grade 
secretaries in general. The situation is full of contradiction and must 
be quickly resolved. Appreciate conditions for work should be creat- 
ed; and contacts with the committees should be undertaken to sup- 
ply the best appropriate elements for work in the Permanent 
Secretariat. 


Seventh, the report also finds fault with the full dependence of the 
Permanent Secretariat on local administration and technical staff 
and auspices to recruiting international technical staff. I believe that 
this point will have to be discussed. We want to know how such staff 
falls short of fulfilling their duties, if ever, and whether the 
Permanent Secretariat can bear the expenses of international staff at 
a time when we expect a reduction in contributions as a result of in- 
ternational developments. 


Eight, the report refers to the financial situation and the way con- 
tributions are made by certain committees. This, I believe, is the 
crux of the problem. We know that the Soviet and Egyptian 
Committees bear the full brunt of the financial burden. Other contri- 
butions are very much below the known ability of the committees. It 
is my belief that we should take decisive action against any commit- 
tee that fails, under any pretext, to pay its contribution. 


Ninth, We can no longer accept a situation wherein a committee 
abstains from paying its contribution and still maintains a represen- 
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tative in the Permanent Secretariat whose expenses are fully paid by 
us. I do not believe in the existence of any committee that is so lack- 
ing in resources that it is unable to pay its contribution. It would 
otherwise be incapable of sustaining itself among its own people and 
their political leadership. 


Tenth, the report refers to the importance of inter-committee bilat- 
eral or multi-lateral meetings. This is a new development in the or- 
ientation of the Permanent Secretariat; which we heartily welcome 
because it gives the committees latitude. The Egyptian Committee 
gives enthusiastic support to this approach. We have maintained 
constant contact, exchanged visits and concluded agreements with a 
large number of committees. We have given our full support to the 
meetings of the Arab Solidarity Committees in view of what they offer 
in terms of consolidation of AAPSO, dynamism in an important stra- 
tegic area; and an example to be followed by other regions, all ele- 
ments enhancing AAPSO which we are all anxious to sustain and 
strengthen. 


Eleventh, there is no doubt that the activities of the national com- 
mittees form the basis on which stands AAPSO. The more the activi- 
ties undertaken by the committees to enlist the support of the mass- 
es and interest in the issue of solidarity through symposia and 
conferences the more is AAPSO strengthened. In this respect, I 
should like to commend the Soviet and Egyptian Committees who 
carry out numerous activities throughout the year. 


Twelfth, the report refers to non convening of big costly meetings 
which we fully approve. However, this would require cutting down on 
expenditure in an economic and responsible way. The relationship 
between the Permanent Secretariat and national committees should 
be based on co-ordination rather than trusteeship, encouragement 
rather than hegemony, exchange of ideas and expertize rather than 
unilateral views. 


Thirteenth, there is no doubt that the example offered by the lead- 
ership and Permanent Secretariat politically, discipline - wise and in 
terms of behaviour, flexible administration, and cutting down on ex- 
penses, will win the confidence of the national committees. It will 
also have a catalystic effect promoting contribution to the budged 
and AAPSO activities. 


Finally, the Permanent Secretariat report may be said to represent 
a turning point and a new point of departure because it is based on 
openness and transparence and calls for common thought. This 
shows that we are approaching the new stage with a new realism 
and keenness to intensify efforts and realize the best results. Hence, 
I put before you the following proposals: 


1. We should set up an Ad-Hoc Committee to consider establish- 
ing an integrated image of AAPSO in the light of international chang- 
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es. This is a proposal that I have previously tabled and was adopted 
by the presidents of the national committees. It would allow us to 
put before the Presidium for discussion our joint conclusions at a 
sufficiently early time rather than suddenly thrust to its attention as 
was the case in this meeting. 


II. A special committee set up of the national committees (certain 
leaders of the national committees) or their prominent figures with a 
small number of the AAPSO leadership, should contact the parties 
and the new political forces in Eastern Europe to find out whether 
and how we are to deal with them in future. We should also re- 
define the role , the respective committees will undertake in future, if 
they remain in existence. 


In this respect, I should like to touch upon Zionist activities in the 
Soviet Union and certain Socialist States. Zionist activities have 
been noticeably stepped-up and have clearly influenced political deci- 
sions in certain such states. This is what we have been told by our 
Czech and GDR comrades and what we read and heard. We cannot 
blame Zionist organizations for their activities. This is their duty to- 
wards themselves. We blame however, Afro-Asian organizations in 
general and Arab organizations, in particular, for their silence and in- 
ertia. We must be active in the Soviet Union. We have to set up an 
Arab complex to house the activities of all the Arab states to face up 
to Zionist activities. The idea has effectively been raised in Moscow 
as a result of the encouragement of the elements who believe in 
peace and Arab rights. This is our duty, not as Arab Committees, 
but as Afro-Asian Solidarity Committees. This issue should be at the 
center of the political activities we undertake in Eastern Europe and 
the Soviet Union. We should not be absent from the scene allowing 
the highly active and effective Zionist elements free play. 


III. We should immediately send a letter to all national commit- 
tees requesting them to advise us of their contributions to AAPSO in 
1990 so that we may effectively take them to account in the 
Presidium. 


IV. We should circulate as early as possible a full file of the docu- 
ments of this and the previous meeting on the committees to encour- 
age them to be active and make known to us their views prior to the 
Presidium Meeting. I should like to mention, in this respect, that the 
Egyptian Committee has set up an Ad-Hoc Committee to consider the 
impact of recent international developments on the Movement in gen- 
eral. I should also like to indicate that we are going to hold a session 
on the issue as mentioned by our Comrade Leader of the Solidarity 
Movement in Zambia. He had indicated that it should be an interna- 
tional symposium. We fully subscribe to his proposal if AAPSO lead- 
ership approves the motion. 


V. We should draw the attention of the national committees to the 
significance of bilateral and regional meetings; and promote such 
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meetings as a means of revitalizing the region. 


Finally, we wish the meeting the best of success and reiterate our 
keen desire to witness sustained AAPSO activities in the service of 
the peoples of the Third World. We have a firm belief in the noble 
targets of AAPSO that it will be able to fulfil in the coming stage - ir- 
respective of all the changes. AAPSO is an Organization of united 
peoples; and it contributes to the fulfillment of the tasks of the U.N. 
Over and above all that, we have, in Egypt, a firm belief in the impor- 
tance of the role undertaken by AAPSO whose first declaration ever 
was made in Cairo 32 years back. I am sorry to have been so long. 
My only excuse is that I have not had sufficient time to summarize 
what I had to say. 


Thank you. 
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Mr. MOHAMED SOBEIH 
PALESTINE 


Thank you Mr. Chairman. 

I am sorry to take the floor although I know there are other partic- 
ipants who wish to speak on the gist of the matter. We in the 
Palestinian delegation have attempted not to fully put forward the 
Palestinian question during the meeting so as not to use up much 
time at the expense of other equally important issues. However, some 
speakers from socialist states shed light in their speeches on the sit- 
uation in their states indicating that visits had been paid to their 
countries by Israeli figures from its leadership which coincides with 
the recognition by some European and African states of Israel. It 
seemed to suggest that they were rectifying a wrong situation in the 
context of a tendency to serve causes and improve the general politi- 
cal climate. In the same spirit, speakers for example, spoke of a GDR 
proposal to send a parliamentary delegation to Poland to give its final 
recognition of existing borders and call for the complete disarmament 
of Germany. 


If we were to apply these rules to Israel we would find that Israel 
altogether refuses to recognize any border except that of greater 
Israel , which implies that it still has ambilions to annex Egyptian, 
Syrian and Jordanian territories in addition to the Palestinian territo- 
ries it usurped. The principle of disarmament therefore also does not 
apply to Israel for as I am in no need to point out Israel builds nucle- 
ar weapons , missiles and satellites which it develops for limitless 
military purposes and which, I believe , are not designed for use 
against the Palestinian people. Israel deals .with the Palestinian peo- 
ple by means of guns, revolvers, poison gases, artillery and does not 
require nuclear missiles in that respect. 


It is indeed a major issue for Arab, African and some Asian people. 
Fifty thousand people have been for example, wounded during the 
Intifada . We are not speaking about the wounded Palestinians of 
the Palestinian revolution fighting Israel. Until now 50 thousand 
Palestinians have been wounded during the Intifada. There are 65 
thousand detainees in Israeli prisons. There are 5 thousand cases of 
abortion. Up till now 1010 Palestinians have been killed, at a rate of 
9 or 10 persons every day, in our occupied territories by the bullets 
of Israeli forces. Schools and universities have been shut down, cur- 
fews were imposed for months on densely populated areas during 
which food, water, medicine and treatment were prohibited. Bones 
were broken, houses demolished, citizens expelled, land confiscated, 
towns looted, as was the case with the town of Beit Sahour which 
was, and still is, placed under siege after its goods were ransacked 
and sold. Such practices give us the right to wonder how relations 
could be restored with Israel at such a time. Is this acceptable in in- 
ternational law? It is strange that this is made to appear a result of 
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the improving international and democratic climates that are at 
present growing throughout the world. 


The hand of the Zionist movement, we find, is clearly evident be- 
hind this, for why else should relations with Israel be restored before 
the free elections in such countries let people decide what they truly 
want. We of course, are not opposed to the wishes of any state or 
people to establish any relations whatsoever provided that it takes 
place on a sound and balanced basis. Consider Shimon Perez's invi- 
tation to Czechoslovakia, for example; Shimon Perez represents the 
Labour party, is the military commander of the West Bank and Gaza 
Strip. Both Rabin and himself, members of the Labour Party, are re- 
sponsible for the killing that is taking place and which is being car- 
ried out by the decrees issued by a government in which Perez is a 
member and which refuses to recognise the right of Palestinians to 
self-determination. 


The principle of a dialogue itself which would take place in a civic 
or new forum, even that, Israel refuses to hold with the Palestine 
Liberation Organization. As for his visit to the Czechoslovak Church, 
it is a fact that throughout the world the Church is unanimous on 
the rights of the Palestinian people. The statements of Pope John 
Paul himself, Yasser Arafat's visit more than once to the Vatican and 
the clear statements made by the Vatican state, are ample evidence 
of this. The Anglican Church in Britain and churches in the United 
States are unanimous on Palestinian rights, and opposed to Israeli 
aggression and usurpation. So is the Coptic Church whose role in 
supporting Palestinian rights is clear. As for the demonstrations 
which Palestinian students were called upon to organize in 
Czechoslovakia, it should be pointed out, comrades, that their num- 
bers do not exceed 100 or 200 at most which makes them incapable 
of taking such an action which they are anyway not called upon to 
take. Rather this role was expected to be carried out by Czechoslovak 
students for Palestinian students demonstrate within the occupied 
territories to demand that their closed universities and schools be re- 
opened. 


Ezra Weisman who paid a visit to the Soviet Union is moderate 
and peace-loving and his ideas concerning the rights of the 
Palestinian people and the establishment of a Palestinian state and 
self-determination are clear. It is indeed regrettable that the Public 
Prosecutor in Israel is investigating with him today although he is a 
minister and the son of one of Israeli eminent founders. They are in- 
vestigating the possibility that he might have had contacts with some 
members of the Palestine Liberation organization. This is something 
that never even occurred in the history of Nazism. I wanted to rapidly 
indicate that it should not be imagined that there any wrong had to 
be corrected vis a vis Israel. Rather Israel should be penalized by ap- 
plication of the provisions of the U.N. Charter and international 
norms. It is waging the most viscous of wars and practising the worse 
forms of racism, and terrorism. 
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There is another point besides the Palestinian question which I 
would like to talk about. It was raised by my colleague and friend 
Ahmed Hamroush and I feel that it constitutes an injustice towards 
the General Secretariat in which I have served for 15 continues 
years. We have practiced in this Secretariat political activity under 
the worse and most difficult conditions. In the first place there were 
difficulties arising from the volume of problems facing it in the Arab 
world and elsewhere. There were differences of outlook at world level 
as with the problems obtaining between China and the Soviet Union 
at the time. This was entirely shouldered by the Secretariat and is to 
this very day, with open-minded and a serious approach which was 
able to side-step obstacles, one by one, capable of taking the entire 
organization by storm. Most of our problems arose from the Arab re- 
gion whose rapporteur I was. 

Some positive points in favour of the Secretariat would be regis- 
tered in the final assessment put forward in the Secretary General's 
report despite the existence of adverse or negative aspects. Together 
these give greater enhancement to the Secretariat's performance al- 
though the calibre of its members, who are among you, is already 
high and you may judge this for yourselves at all times. Some loop- 
holes that can be remedied exist within the committees. As comrade 
Nouri pointed out some committees do not have the cadres needed by 
the Secretariat for they are required by their national movements and 
liberation committees. This is no weakness either on the part of the 
Secretariat or on the part of the national committee. I should like to 
point out that within the Permanent Secretariat, a permanent mem- 
ber, receiving no assistance from his own committee, now earns $ 
200 a month, while five years ago he earned only $100 a month to 
pay for his house, children's schooling, food and treatment. I repeat 
"treatment", for in his country a member is covered by health insu- 
rance but in the Secretariat we have no absolute rights and when we 
leave it there are no guarantees. If this or that committee is liquidat- 
ed, the freedom fighter within the secretariat, who gave his time, 
work and effort leaves it destitute. I believe that $ 200 in Cairo is 
hardly sufficient to rent an empty flat. 


I agree with many points proposed by my brother Ahmed 
Hamroush in cooperation with the Egyptian Committee and the 
Secretariat. The Egyptian Committee plays a marvellous complemen- 
tary role to that of the Secretariat and I hope that such cooperation 
will continue. I wished, on behalf of my colleagues in the Permanent 
Secretariat, to point out this matter. 

Thank you 
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Dr. PANTELEY SPASSOV 
(BULG 
COORDINATOR OF AAPSO PCD 


Thank you Mr. Chairman.I'm in a way invited to speak, as several 
times yesterday interest was shown in the developments in my coun- 
try and the situation in the Bulgarian Solidarity Committee. Initially 
I was not intending to take the floor because being in Cairo, in the 
Permanent Secretariat I cannot follow the changes in my country 
very closely. And the situation there is developing not within days, 
but within hours and I didn't have any information of the events in 
Bulgaria since the last 7 or 10 days. In that sense I'm in an unfavora- 
ble position in comparison with our comrades from CSSR and GDR 
and my contribution will not match their comprehensive and con- 
vincing information. 


Representing my Committee here I will do my best that this meet- 
ing gets a more comprehensive and clear picture about the develop- 
ments in Eastern Europe to proceed in the discussion about the in- 
ternational situation and the new policy of AAPSO. 


What is in broad terms the situation in my country? 

It is quite different from the situation in the CSSR and GDR, but 
when I say it's quite different, I mean it is still quite different and the 
perspectives are not absolutely clear. The pace of the changes is 
slower than in other parts of Eastern Europe, which is due to the fact 
that they were initiated by the ruling Communist Partly and not un- 
der the pressure of mass demonstrations. On the 10th of November, 
by a majority decision of the Polit-bureau , later approved by the 
Central Committee, the former General Secretary of the Party was re- 
moved from his post. He was ousted, but at this time with thanks. 
It seems that a de-facto compromise was emerging between the radi- 
cal forces in the Party and the old establishment to seek an evolu- 
tionary change trying to avoid or minimize the heated public debate, 
the demonstrations and the unrest that characterized the crisis in 
the other socialist countries. But this, naturally, could not be fol- 
lowed. A few days later, when the Parliament was debating the nomi- 
nation of the new General Secretary as new President of the State 
Council, the former General Secretary and his methods of ruling the 
country were openly and strongly attacked by some members of the 
Parliament. The deputy, who initiated the criticism was a man whom 
most of you know very well - General Slavicho Transki, the Chairman 
of the Bulgarian Solidarity Committee. As this session of the 
Parliament was broadcast live on the TV it provoked a general debate 
all over the country and accelerated the pace of the changes that 
were taking place. But still for a month or half a month at least, the 
new and the old were co-existing. For example, the speech of Transki, 
although broadcast live on the TV was banned from the newspapers. 
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This also provoked protest in the country and even a special resolu- 
tion was adopted by the trade unions. 


A week after the change of the General Secretary another three 
members closely associated with the former leader were expelled 
from the Polit-bureau. And two weeks after that, under the pressure 
of the rank and file in the party, the Central Committee, relieved from 
their posts another three members of the Polit-bureau, although they 
have supported the change of the General Secretary. 


Why I am mentioning all these changes in the Party leadership? 
Because till now the parly remains the main factor in the political 
life in Bulgaria. It's leading role, although challenged, is still pre- 
served and defended by leading the process of democratization till 
now. At the same time the new democratic atmosphere, contributed 
to the development of the opposition and alternative forces. In my 
country we do not have a rich history of dissident movement and 
most of the opposition groups emerged on the political scene after the 
10th of November. 


At present to my information there are 6 or 7 new political organi- 
zations in Bulgaria. They are already united in the Union of 
Democratic Forces, but they are quite different politically and some 
of them even do not consider themselves as political organizations or 
they don't consider themselves as opposition forces, but as alterna- 
tive forces. Among them is the very popular ecological movement 
"Eko glasnost". Some of its leaders are members of the Communist 
Party. They were members of the Central Committee, then for dissi- 
dent views were expelled from there and now have been re-elected. 
There is a Human Rights group, which is clearly anti-communist, 
and a Helsinki watch group of the same dimension. We have also an 
independent Trade Union, which is called "Podkrepa" ("Support"), 
which is till now a trade union of the intelligentsia and does not en- 
joy wide support among the masses. During the events in Rumania, 
which affected very much the situation in Bulgaria, this Trade Union 
called for a general strike, but it was a complete failure. Unwilling to 
admit it the leaders of "Podkrepa" made a last minute change calling 
not for a general strike, but for a symbolical strike at the working 
places. The people should go to their working places, but not work. 
In fact, more or less, this is what quite a lot of Bulgarians were doing 
for the last 10 years. So in fact there was no strike at all. There is 
also any opposilion religious group, which is in opposition both to 
the Communist Party and to the official religious leadership. All the 
opposition groups are now being established or organizationally 
strengthened in the months of democratization. Only a few of them 
have a history of more than two years. 


There is also another type of opposition forces, which is now weak- 
er but better organized. We are witnessing the re-emergence of some 
of the old parties - the Bulgarian Agrarian People's Union "Nikola 
Petkov", the Bulgarian Social Democratic Partly and others which 
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were banned in the 40s and now are being re-legalized. 

The official Bulgarian Agrarian People's Union, which was also in a 
coalition with the Communist Party for all the years after the socialist 
revolution was also influenced by the Perestroika, changed its leader- 
ship and became more independent. 

The Communist Party and the opposition are participating now in 
a round table dialogue. The new leadership of the Communist Party, 
is progressive and anti-stalinist . By anti-stalinist I don't mean that it 
is against just the policy of Stalin, but that it does not accept the 
Stalinist concept of the development of Socialism. The party leader- 
ship initiated this dialogue with the opposition forces and according 
to me, at a certain moment there was an over-estimation of the 
strength of the opposition forces. 


This process of democratization, when on the one side, we have 
the leading role of the Communist Party and, on the other, the oppo- 
sition forces which are exerling pressure and at the same time ap- 
proving and supporting the measures taken by the Communist Party, 
ended may be a week or 10 days ago, in mid-January. Then, for the 
first time at their meetings the opposition forces raised the slogans 
against the Communist Party. We can say that from that moment in 
Bulgaria, in fact, began the struggle for power.Its final stage will be 
the election to be held in June, this year. 


An important event on the way to the elections is the Party 
Congress, which is due in three days. If the Party succeeds in re- 
organizing its leadership and in re-organizing its structure, to avoid 
authoritarian rule, and adopts a new policy, then there is a pretty 
good chance that the Party will receive votes next to a majority, if not 
even a majority. 


Another aspect of the situation in Bulgaria is the national ques- 
tion, which was mentioned yesterday. 

Before addressing this issue, I must appeal, that we shouldn't 
stick to our illusions, but be realistic when discussing socialism. We 
should not judge socialism in terms of our ideals. The ideals for 
which socialism was created did not materialize, or were only partial- 
ly implemented. Of course we have a considerable, even unique level 
of social justice, but at the same time fundamental human rights are 
completely missing. Many people were expecting that in the socialist 
countries everything should be perfect and the negative things are 
either temporally or a remnant {rom the past, as the socialist coun- 
tries were pretending themselves. But that is by far not the case. 
These were illusions not only for the people from outside the social- 
ist countries but also illusions for the people of the socialist coun- 
tries themselves. 


I was myself under the illusion that although in Bulgaria we face 
some problems as a whole the national question is solved by social- 
ism and the Soviet Union is a good example for that. But the recent 
events showed that the situation there is even worse. So there was a 
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lack of information about the real situation. And as for many the 
western media is the main source of information (unfortunately still 
there is no real alternative to their dominance), we are often influ- 
enced by their criteria and one-sidedness. They are ready to give 
more coverage to the demonstrations in Bulgaria on the national is- 
sue than to ethnic clashes in the non-socialist world, in which people 
get killed. 


The national question in Bulgaria is complicated. Since 1984 cam- 
paign was going on to change the Turkish names of the Muslims in 
my country to Bulgarian. On the 29th of December the new Party 
leadership denounced the campaign and the pressure often used to 
achieve its aims. The decision itself is absolutely correct. It gave the 
chance to those people, who want to take their old names, to do so. 


But mass protests against the new decision spread throughout the 
country and in particular in those areas, where there is a predomi- 
nant Muslim population. The participants were not so much oppos- 
ing the natural right given back to the Muslims to chose their own 
names, but the way the decision on this important issue was taken. 
It was done in the old way, by the elite, without public discussion 
that could reflect and even harmonize the different opinions. In fact 
in the way the decision of 1984 was imposed. The demonstrations 
were caused by the insufficient preparation of this important decision 
and the lack of clarity on some of its aspects. Demands were raised 
at these demonstrations, that the Muslims should not receive the 
privileges, that they enjoyed till 1984. Our national policy is some- 
times running from one extreme to the other. Before the campaign to 
change their names, the Muslims in Bulgaria wooed by a number of 
privileges as a way of incorporating them into the society. The dem- 
onstrators were opposing an eventual return to this situation. They 
were also demanding that measures should be taken against the 
spread of Islamic fundamentalism and against the official Turkish 
propaganda, which was creating an unbearable anti-Bulgarian cli- 
mate in Muslim dominated regions of my country. Of course there 
were also extremist anti-Turkish slogans raised at the demonstra- 
tions, but this was done by a clear cut minority. 


Another important aspect of the situation in Bulgaria, that I want 

to mention and which is also true for nearly all the socialist countries 
is the economic crisis. The economy in Bulgaria is in a very bad 
shape. The foreign debt of Bulgaria is around 10 billion of Dollars, 
while we have only one billion in gold reserves and another billion is 
owed to us by other, mainly Third World, countries. So per head of 
the population we have more foreign debt than any Egyptian for ex- 
ample. The measures to be taken for a way out of the crisis will have 
a direct influence on the political situation in Bulgaria. And till now 
only the Communist Party has the potential to make the necessary 
structural changes in the economy and find a way out of the crisis. 
No political opposition group or alternative formation has a clear cut 
economic concept for the development of the society. I don't say that 
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the Communist Party has a clear concept now, but at least it is 
emerging. 


The voices for restoration of capitalism, as a possible solution, 
that are raised in some quarters in Bulgaria are very idealistic. 
According to me it is impossible to solve the economic crisis in the 
socialist countries, or at least in my country by restoring capitalism. | 
don't think that in the long run capitalist relations will dominate the 
economy of Eastern Europe and certainly not of Bulgaria. And this is 
for many reasons, one of them being the lack of accumulated capital 
to develop capitalism. From a purely capitalist point of view, it will be 
simply unprofitable to privatize the huge public sector, not to speak 
about the political opposition to such a policy. It will not be a majori- 
ty of the population. At the same time we should make a distinction 
between the market economy and capitalism. The economic reform in 
my country will certainly move adopt some forms that we used to la- 
bel as purely capitalist. It has been proven beyond doubt that the so- 
cialist state is incapable of managing efficiently all the sectors of 
economy, and this is especially true for the services and all fields 
where you need a human touch and not rigid planning. 


The economic crisis will certainly reflect on the orientation of the 
foreign policy and on the situation of the Bulgarian Solidarity 
Committee. Till now there is really no change in and around the 
Solidarity Committee, but this is coming soon. There is already a de- 
cision of the ruling communist party, that the government subsidies 
for the public organizations should be stopped and this when materi- 
alized will have.a direct impact on the Solidarity Committee. Now the 
Solidarity Committee is neither under attack nor is in the center of 
any political struggle, just the opposite. As I mentioned to the 
President of the Solidarity Committee is quite popular with the new 
forces both outside and inside the party. The future developments in 
Bulgaria will to a great extent depend on the decisions of the forth- 
coming party congress and the results of the elections in June. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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Mr. OSMAN CAMARA 
GUINEA 


I thank you Mr. President for giving me the floor. 


Mr. President, 
Mr. Secretary General, Mr. Vice-Presidents, 
Dear Comrades, Honourable delegates, 


Since it is the first time for me to take the floor, allow me to con- 
vey to you greetings of the CRMN Permanent Secretariat of the People 
of Guinea whom I have the honour to represent in this session. I 
would also like to greet and thank the Yemeni people and authorities 
as well as the Yemeni Committee for their generous hospitality and 
facilities extended to us thus contributing to the success of our meet- 
ing. 


Mr. President, 


Having examined the document submitted by the Secretary- 
General and listened to the different speakers before me, I will be 
brief and somewhat synthetic and focus my intervention on broad 
lines. Some have mentioned the current international situation. I 
believe there is a consensus to consider the latest developments par- 
ticularly in countries concerning us, namely in Eastern Europe, who 
are members in our organization. Undoubtedly we should examine 
these, profound changes taking place in this part of the world owing 
to the fact that our peoples solidarity organization was founded un- 
der conditions and events well known to us. 


At present new circumstances have not yet emerged, new concepts 
as well as traditions are jostling one another. Therefore it is very im- 
portant for us to examine these situations and to act accordingly. 
Hence, I will be somewhat prudent because fortunately we have 
raised the level of discussions. Yesterday, it was inopportune to car- 
ry out an academic discussion because we are representatives of peo- 
ple's organisations and should be inspired by the profound aspira- 
tions of our peoples. Fortunately, this morning the honourable 
representatives of the people concerned have briefed us, allowing us 
to be realistic, objective and realize that our world is becoming more 
and more inter-dependent. 


For my part, I wish to present before you a small experience car- 
ried out in Guinea. When the army seized power on 3 April 1984 in 
Guinea, the Western mass media and others sounded a loud outcry 
leaving an impression that all the organizations of the masses, popu- 
lar traditions of the people of Guinea Concerning solidarity, friend- 
ship and peace have ceased to exist. I would like to say that as a 
counsellor to the CRMN Secretary-General, I believe that these organ- 
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izations exist more than ever and are capable of contributing modest- 
ly to the international arena. I would like to give an example. In May 
1989 under the aegis of AAPSO, the Guinean committee organized a 
large seminar. At first, the seminar was carried out under very diffi- 
cult conditions. There was no co-ordination between the Permanent 
Secretariat and National Committees, a serious handicap which we 
have discussed at length. We could not practically say how many 
delegates should be present and how many should participate in the 
seminar. At first, forty were expected and as counsellor I seized the 
opportunity to provide every means for accommodating the seminar. 
It passed well and was very successful. Mr. Vidyasekera and Dr. 
Fakhry represented the Permanent Secretariat. Unfortunately out of 
forty invitees, only twelve arrived. Therefore the extensive means 
provided in this concern were not effectively used. On the other 
hand, the Guinean Committee invited press, representatives of 
URTNA, PANA as well as neighbouring committees to take part. 
Therefore I should say that there is lack of co-ordination between the 
activities of the Secretariat and National Committees and vice-versa. 
In this respect, I would like to draw your attention to this matter and 
I am not surprised that our organization is faced with problems. 
Times are changing and we should adopt our action with new emerg- 
ing ideas. 


Initially we agreed that the principles guiding our organization un- 
til the 7th Congress pursued solidarity for liberation movements and 
supported states that should obtain sovereignty and independence. 
But I would like to indicate that we are not required to abandon our 
struggle owing to detente between the super powers or at the interna- 
tional level. For example, concerning eradication of Apartheid in 
South Africa, although there is talk of a multi-party system in South 
Africa we will not open our doors to Apartheid. It would be a para- 
dox. It is a paradox as well that our door will be open to Zionism as 
a result of detente or permit Israel to restore its relations with our 
people when we know that Israel has not changed its policy vis-a-vis 
Palestine. It is a fact that Israel is not a member of our organization 
while we have the representative of Palestine with us who has drawn 
our attention to this matter. 


In Guinea we have accorded this issue a particular status. Last 
December, we received the Ambassador of Palestine who availed him- 
self of our organization and authorities to organize a demonstration 
to commemorate the anniversary of the "Intifada", the International 
Day of Palestine and Proclamation of the State of Palestine. For the 
first time the authorities understood the necessity to support our or- 
ganization and on Friday 7th December we held prayers in all the 
mosques in Conakry. We also invited the mass-media to assist at a 
round table meeting where representatives of different sectors took 
the floor in the presence of the Ambassador of Palestine. There was a 
demonstration at the level of the diplomatic corps, several mass or- 
ganizations, syndicates, women and youth were invited to partici- 
pate. Hence you have an example of a local activity which should be 
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encouraged at the level of our committees. Moreover, we should real- 
ize that the Iran-Iraq conflict is not totally terminated and our organi- 
zation should pursue its efforts towards this goal. 


I have listened with great interest to the interventions made by our 
friends in eastern Europe. We should not take action immediately 
but perhaps as someone had suggested earlier, the eminent repre- 
sentative of Zambia, we should observe where the events are head- 
ing. Since we are representatives of a peoples’ organization, the peo- 
ple have not yet indicated their determination according to our 
friends from GDR and Czechoslovakia. Perhaps it is advisable to 
wait until elections. I am certain that the peoples of Eastern Europe 
who have always expressed their solidarity vis-a-vis the legitimate 
struggle carried out by our organization to accomplish our profound 
aspirations will not completely change course. It is fundamental, it is 
a principle that we must adopt. I totally agree with someone who 
said that an organization such as ours cannot function without fi- 
nancing, without a budget. Nevertheless it should be acknowledged 
that these committees considered by us as the milking cows of our 
organization, namely the Soviet and Egyptian Committees as well as 
our friends from Democratic Germany and Czechoslovakia have sus- 
tained our organization. Concerning financing, developing countries 
particularly those South of the Sahara, confronted by problems and 
under the dictate of the world Bank and IMF, are heavily burdened 
by external debts and debt servicing, famine.. etc and incapable of 
paying their contributions to the organization; a factor absolutely 
necessary for its successful functioning. For this reason, we should 
bear in mind that these committees are also confronting other issues 
and will reduce their contribution vis-a-vis our finances. 
Consequently we must be more realistic and adapt our program of 
action to the available budget. Perhaps committees represented 
within the Permanent Secretariat, outside national liberation move- 
ments could practically extend support to their representative within 
the Secretariat. It is vital no other measure should be resorted to. 
When comrade Faciné was in the Permanent Secretariat, he was sup- 
ported by our country at the treatment or transport level and extend- 
ed all facilities so that he may accomplish his work at the Secretariat. 

We should not only think of raising the level of representation to 
Cairo but to be responsible for them in order to alleviate their ex- 
penses borne by the Permanent Secretariat. 


Concerning co-operation, I would like to request the Permanent 
Secretariat and National Committees to forward concrete proposals. 
I believe that it is absolutely necessary. For example, I have previ- 
ously mentioned that we had organized an international seminar for 
journalists because at present no one can ignore the importance of 
information at the level of our organization and the world. We are at 
the threshold of the 21st century, considered to be the century of in- 
formation because whoever dominates it will dominate the world. 
The West was well aware of this fact and accordingly constituted one 
of the problems for the election of M. Bbow at UNESCO who support- 
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ed the establishment of a new information and communications or- 
der, an instrument monopolized by the West. During our discussion 
I feel that we have not given this matter its due and should seek to 
enhance our own information system. At Conakry Seminar a meet- 
ing of the Presidium was envisaged on information. However this 
meeting has not been convened as such. Having contacted the Soviet 
Committee during September I provided all documents pertaining to 
this seminar, I am surprised that until the present, the Permanent 
Secretariat in Cairo has not made arrangements to include these doc- 
uments. All the texts were available as well as a video cassette cover- 
ing all the Seminar. We exerted all our efforts to sensitize the masses 
at all levels on the actual reality of AAPSO and the new strategy it is 
seeking for inspiring our peoples. It is a fundamental problem which 
we must examine earnestly. 


I will continue to talk about co-ordination. In Africa, South of the 
Sahara, the masses should sensitize on AAPSO. They ignore the 
AAPSO leaders. I seized the opportunity of the Seminar and person- 
ally invited the President and Secretary-General to come to Guinea. 
However they did not have the occasion to comply owing to their 
schedule. I fear that we are abandoning dogmas and stereotypes and 
are at the same time risking to fall into other stereotypes. The West 
is developing new concepts and talking about new democracy. What 
does this mean? We should be in contact with committees. I mean 
the Permanent Secretariat or even the Vice-President should be in 
contact with the National Committees with a view to know their reali- 
ty, their problems and these suggestions for their appropriate func- 
tioning. I would like to cite my country's example during 3 April 
1984. Until the present our constitution is suspended, there are no 
political parties but our committee is more active, the video cassette 
sent to Moscow is an example. All levels were interested in the activi- 
ties of the Seminar, journalists, workers, women and radio as well as 
television highlighted AAPSO, its principles, priorities and new strate- 
gy. Hence, there are certain circumstances in a country which allow 
some committees to be more active than others. Therefore these 
committees should be noticed by your organization and when in need 
to entrust them with specific tasks with regard to sensitization at the 
information level, to disseminate our ideas and objectives before new 
conditions facing us. I believe that such a system should be followed 
by the Permanent Secretariat and national committees. 


The last aspect is the financial problem.It is the fundamental 
problem because our organization must continue to exist and its sur- 
vival depends on its functioning. Hence financial support is indis- 
pensable. Yet certain committees are unable to meet with their obli- 
gations. I believe that other possibilities should be pursued, or 
means of contribution found owing to difficult circumstances, con- 
fronting them, such as lack of hard currency. They could contribute 
according to the proposal made during the 7th Congress by diverse 
activities, as recently made by Guinea. I recall that my country 
shouldered the hotel expenses of the Conakry Seminar, lodging, food, 
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secretariat and all available facilities to ensure the seminar's success. 

It is a means for a committee without hard currency to support an 
activity by our organization at the local level and a better way to sen- 
sitize the masses as well as authorities on our organization. From 
my part I am not very pessimistic when there is talk that our Eastern 
European friends will abandon our organization. Their peoples are 
linked traditionally to us and as the representative of Zambia, and 
Mr. Hamroush had underlined, a seminar should be organized to 
evaluate the new situation facing us, our organization and friendly 
committees and to examine the dialectic and objective of the current 
situation. It is also appropriate that at the level of sub-regions, if the 
Secretariat cannot send a delegation to sensitize national committees 
before the Presidium meeting, certain Vice-Presidents could scan 
their own sub-regions and explain to the National Committees and 
authorities the new realities and objectives of AAPSO. It is very es- 
sential and fundamental that contact should be made between the 
Permanent Secretariat and National Committees and that Vice- 
Presidents should be more active to regard with functioning of our or- 
ganization. Many important words were spoken since yesterday in 
our meeting convened during a significant moment in the history of 
our organization, because member committees, our Eastern 
European friends, are in a historic juncture and that we must de- 
pend more than ever on their solidarity. I believe that it is not the 
time to abandon the struggle particularly as it is becoming more and 
more arduous. 


I thank you Mr. President for giving me the floor. These are some 
reflections and a modest contribution to our discussions. 
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Madam BINH 
(VIETNAM) 
AAPSO VICE PRESIDENT 


I would like to be very brief as some ideas I wish to express have 
already been formulated by the speakers who preceded me. 


All the interventions made since yesterday until now indicate, it 
seems to me, that as a progressive force, we are extremely concerned 
by the complex developments taking place in the Soviet Union and 
the socialist countries of East Europe. But how are these events to 
be assessed? It seems to me difficult to make an exact assessment at 
present because such events are still underway and we have to be 
frank in admitting that we are not very well informed about them. 
On the other hand, I think that in order to make a correct analysis of 
the situation, the events taking place in the Soviet Union and social- 
ist countries of East Europe should be viewed within the context of 
developments taking place across the world. I think this is not the 
moment to discuss all these problems. What I would like to ask with 
respect to AAPSO, is what should our position be in the face of these 
upheavals. I think that we should be calm, ponderous and able to 
draw lessons that would be suitable for our countries as well as for 
our Organisation. 


I completely agree with our comrade Camara that we should have 
confidence in all peoples particularly, the peoples of socialist coun- 
tries for they have been more or less influenced and impregnated by 
the progressive ideas of the October Revolution. On the other hand 
we should not forget, for excuse me, I have the impression that we 
are slightly forgetting another aspect which I would like to stress, 
namely, that imperialist and anti-popular forces seek by all means 
and will most certainly seize this opportunity to try and divide, con- 
fuse and undermine us. For this reason, in the face of this difficult 
and complex situation, democratic forces such as we are, should 
more than ever be in a state of solidarity amongst ourselves and with 
the peoples of socialist countries. 


Any way, AAPSO will remain to be an international political organ- 
isation which has and will continue to represent the interests and as- 
pirations of Afro-Asian peoples. Our Seventh Congress has con- 
firmed the need for AAPSO's existence, not only in the past but also 
at present. Basing itself on this idea, the Congress was able to draw 
up appropriate Afro-Asian strategies and principles of solidarity for 
the forthcoming period of struggle. I agree with the Secretary- 
General that we still have much to do. We have been able to outline 
the broad lines of strategies but concrete objectives for every region, 
for every aspect of struggle arising from a deep and precise analysis 
of the interests and as aspirations of our respective peoples have still 
to be determined. What we still lack are more militant, appropriate 
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and efficient methods of action for this new period of struggle. On 
various occasions we have pointed out that our.movement should be 
enlarged, that our national committees should keep in closer touch. 
We have said all that, but in my opinion we have made very little 
progress in that direction. To this end, it seems to me that we 
should make the methods of action of our Organisation more effective 
starting from its regional committees to its higher apparatus, namely, 
the Bureau, the Permanent Secretariat, and Presidium Committees 
as mentioned in our Agenda. 


There is also the financial problem which Comrade Camara and 
others have raised and which we should discuss in an open and con- 
crete way to decide how it may be resolved and enable AAPSO to con- 
tinue its activities and avoid always losing much time discussing that 
issue. 


In conclusion, Mr. President, I hope that during this Bureau meet- 
ing we will be able to discuss very concrete problems in order to be 
able to reach efficient measures that would assist in increasingly fur- 
thering the work of our Organisation particularly during this difficult 
period. 


I thank you, Mr. President. 
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Mr. SAROJ CHAUDHURI 
INDIA 


Comrade Chairman and my dear comrades. As for all the changes 
that are sweeping the whole of Eastern Europe, we feel concerned 
and alarmed by these developments. Even now information about the 
developments is scanty. There has been very few authentic or learned 
information about them. Therefore, while we are concerned and 
alarmed, it would be prudent on our part not to jump to conclusions, 
but to hold our patience, so that we get time to study it, understand 
it, grasp the implications, try to understand the causes and also the 
effects and then study the authentic documents, that will be coming 
later and then make our own assessment. Well, it also must be noted 
that it must be left to the Eastern European brothers, the require- 
ments of their situation and their genius to settle for themselves, as 
to how they want to meet the old situation and how they want to pro- 
ceed ahead. And I wanted to say that there is no quick or ready- 
made solution to this complex problem. 


We believe it will take some time for these extremely complex is- 
sues to crystallize into concrete tasks. But pending that, what do we 
do? In the report, I find that the General Secretary , comrade Nouri, 
avoided being very cautious , avoided the word imperialism in the 
whole report. The word imperialism doesn't occur even once. Is it 
that we are living in a world, free of imperialism? Today it has got a 
new and fresh means of life. How long will it last is anybody's guess. 
But it is very much alive and kicking today. And there is reference to 
increased cooperation. The world is increasingly interdependent and 
gradually shifting their policies, from confrontation to cooperation. I 
wish to submit in all humility, despite this shift and the shift towards 
consultation and coordination, the fact is, even today , our brothers 
and sisters in Palestine, they eat their bread mixed with blood and 
gunpowder, every day. Our brothers and sisters in the African jails, 
they wait in death rows and even today the end of the division of 
Korea is being resisted. Conflict in Afghanistan continues, while the 
number of illiterate is expanding and the vast and enormous masses 
of humanity in poor Africa and Asia is increasing and going deep 
down into poverty and want. All this is imperialism. 


Therefore, today at the heart of the World problem, today, in what- 
ever name one may characterize it, it is imperialism. That must be 
understood. And once we understand it, grasp it and give it the due 
recognition, then perhaps, despite the Eastern European convul- 
sions, over which we have been so concerned, there are large areas of 
ground on which we can surely work. And once we do that, then per- 
haps there are possibilities for ideological work, then perhaps a num- 
ber of other problems will come, because imperialism is trying to ex- 
pand its vicious tentacles. 
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Already mentioned above is a complete monopoly of our informa- 
tion technology and it is trying to fit the whole world with dis- 
information and so on and so forth. Therefore my brief submission 
will be that as far as AAPSO is concerned, AAPSO has done very good 
and useful work, despite some shortcomings here and there. Maybe 
they were there in the past, maybe they are there even now. The fact 
is that it must continue to work as a unifying force, as a common 
platform of the Afro Asian people, for carving out a part of its own, of 
its own growth and future and in sharp contrast of the part inflicted 
upon us by imperialism. Therefore imperialism must continue to be 
the enemy base of our work of AAPSO and if for any reason, either by 
oversight or by neglect or by deliberate position or by any delusion of 
what our ideology is, if it has been rendered to any extent, then that 
must come before us and it must remain the object of our work in 
the Afro-Asian countries. This is number one. 


The second point I want to say is this , that about a few problems 
of the financing of the Organization and all that . I would like to 
make one simple suggestion, that let the AAPSO Secretariat prepare 
a small document on this, circulate it to National Committees and 
give a time limit, within which each National Committee will have to 
communicate its views about the problems, about the financing, 
about the participation, about the expansion of work, and so on and 
so forth. So that this can be collected, compiled and made into a doc- 
ument, furnishing the basis of our future decisions on finances, on 
our functioning, on our visits, on our programs , on our seminars 
and so on and so forth. So if this was done, then perhaps part of the 
problem may be dissolved. 


But I would like to say even at the risk of being repetitive, that 
here, there is no facile and quick solution, perhaps because of the 
convulsion through which Eastern Europe is now passing and which 
is almost pushing us to our wits end. Perhaps with the two we will 
encounter some difficulties, the like of which we have never done in 
the past. 


Therefore coming to my conclusion, I want to thank the Egyptian 
and the USSR Committees for the help that they are rendering. But I 
would like to appeal to the other Committees , which are not in a po- 
sition to do so, until new resources can be tapped, so that AAPSO 
can continue its very useful work and the AAPSO can further develop 
as a common giant united platform of the oppressed people of the 
Third World and carry forward the great and important struggle for 
which remains to be carried further for the triumph of the Third 
World countries. Thank you very much. 
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Prof. ANISUZZAMAN 
BANGLADESH 


Mr. President and friends. I must begin by thanking our Secretary 
General for his frank and provoking report. It expresses deep concern 
both for the international situation and the conditions pertaining 
within the organization of AAPSO. One only hopes that his concern is 
greater than what is warranted by the situation. 


I was afraid that he was pointing an accusing finger at me, when 
he mentioned the in-actions of Vice Presidents or the inability of 
some National Committees to pay a subscription, but I later realized 
that I was not the only person in the boat. He has admitted that 
AAPSO has not been quite up to the task and I have no hesitation in 
confessing that I have not been as active as Vice President as I 
should have been. There are reasons for that, that I don't want to go 
into at the moment. But it will be sufficient to say that we had prob- 
lems of communication between the Permanent Secretariat and the 
National Committees and I hope we can improve that. On the other 
matter, that of subscription, I would like to point out that the 
Bangladesh National Committee is neither an extension of a govern- 
ment bureau, nor an adjunct of the ruling party, so it is not very 
easy for us to raise money to conduct our national organization's 
work. And more difficult to subscribe to the central fund. When we go 
to our donors, we find that their perception is such , that AAPSO, be- 
ing an international organization is very resourceful and perhaps the 
National Committees are receiving funds, subscriptions from AAPSO. 
I wish we did. We could do with a bit of aid from AAPSO central 
Committee or some other National Committees. 


Although we have failed in some respects, I hope that the work of 
th National Committee in Bangladesh has been satisfactory. I'll give 
you a very brief report about what we have done in the past year, in 
1989. We had public rallies in the open. One on the occasion of the 
anniversary of the Intifada and one on Afghanistan and another on 
Namibia. We had a public meeting and a musical function combined 
on the occasion of the birthday of Nelson Mandela. We had one musi- 
cal function in the open in support of the demand to declare the 
Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. We had three seminars, one on new 
international information order and the experiences of the past years, 
one on non-aligned movement and Bangladesh foreign policy and the 
last one on science and technology and the problems of the Third 
World. 


We have in the last year participated in the Bureau meeting in 
Cairo, held in February, in the International Meeting on Afghanistan 
held in Nicosia in April and in the International Seminar on Mass 
Media and Development in Conakry, in May. We have attended the 
meeting of selected National Committees of AAPSO in Cairo in 
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November and we have attended the National Conference of Nepal 
Solidarity Committee in Kathmandu in December. We have brought 
out five posters, one in support of the demand to declare the Indian 
Ocean as a Zone of Peace ,two on Namibia, one on the occasion of 
Mandela's birthday and one on the occasion of the second anniver- 
sary of the Intifada. We have issued statements on the major issues, 
including those of Afghanistan, Namibia, Palestine and Panama. 


I'm glad to tell you that we have five branches in the country and 
they are organizing their own program. In 1990 we hope to hold sem- 
inars on environmental problems and on education in the Third 
World. We hope to celebrate the Namibian Independence and the im- 
minent release of Nelson Mandela and we propose to host the consul- 
tative meeting of the Solidarity Committee of SAARC countries in 
Dhaka at the end of October. Perhaps.any two days between the 25th 
and 27th of October will suit you. We shall offer local hospitality, 
we'll expect about 20 delegates including two from each country, 
members of the Permanent Secretariat and perhaps representatives 
from other Solidarity Committees. The language of the consultative 
meeting, the official language of the meeting shall be English, be- 
cause it will be difficult for us to organize simultaneous translation. 


Now about the program for AAPSO for 1990, moving from our 
National Committee to the international one, I would like to make 
some orca tmcis Organizationally, I think we should have closer 
cooperation between the Permanent Secretariat and the National 
Committees. I think we should also determine some priority areas 
about which we should focus and hold and organize public opinion. 


There has been some positive development in Palestine with the 
founding of the Palestinian State, in Namibia with the victory of 
SWAPO in the elections and in South Africa with the release of the 
leaders of public opinion and the release of Nelson Mandela. I there- 
fore suggest that we give priority to the situation pertaining in 
Afghanistan, Cambodia and the Gulf in 1990. I'd also suggest that 
AAPSO takes some themes as priority themes in 1990.This will in- 
clude the one on ecology and development and on human rights. I'd 
also suggest that in our work we have closer contact with the UN and 
its agencies, because on many issues our views and gaols agree. And 
lastly I'd say that we should give some more importance to publica- 
tions in 1990. Publications should be timely and topical and we 
should see that it gets wide circulation. What happens at times, 
when we receive the publications, it is too late for some occasions 
and some of the very important papers that were published in our 
magazines don't reach the wider public. With that Sir, I thank you 
very much for giving me the floor and I thank all the parties con- 
cerned. 
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Dr. A. S. NARANG 
INDIAN INSTITUTE FOR NON-ALIGNED STUDIES 


Thank you comrade Chairman, I would not like to repeat what has 
been said . Here we have been discussing the question of the interna- 
tional situation and the role of AAPSO. The international develop- 
ment particularly in East Europe and other parts have already been 
well explained. I need not go into those. What I would like to do is, 
that we must in addition to analyzing the international situation, 
particularly the changes that have taken place in Eastern Europe, try 
to learn something from it and then in that learning process pre- 
scribe the future role and strategy of AAPSO. 


Now, when I say that we have to learn from the present interna- 
tional situation, particularly for non-governmental organizations, 
the first suggestion I would like to make is that we should not keep 
our eyes closed to particular types of criticism in the name of ideolo- 
gy. This I say as a student of political science, because the number of 
political scientists and thinkers in late 1960s and early 1970s pro- 
pounded a theory. That theory was that in future years there is going 
to be a decline in ideology and a convergence between socialism and 
capitalism. In that time most of us, most of us Marxist students, 
brushed it aside, saying that it has truly been proved by the events of 
capitalism that Marxism as an ideology has no future. 


But today what is happening in Eastern Europe and in interna- 
tional politics says that they mean something. And we have therefore 
to keep our eyes open even to this type of criticism to evaluate our- 
selves, whatever happens in the future. Now, the question is when we 
say that there are some changes or some outburst taking place in 
East Europe on the one hand and particular types of development in 
the Third World countries on the other hand. Naturally one has to go 
for the reason. Since this is not a seminar on that, I'm not going into 
detail, but one fact remains there, that this has primarily been be- 
cause of two reasons. One is the increasing inequalities and other 
crisis arising {rom uncontrolled and unhindered capitalism on the 
one hand and some sort of regimental socialism on the other hand. 
So, naturally, as a consequence of this we are finding on the one 
hand emergence of popular upsurges in the East European countries 
and on the other hand a rise of fundamentalism, sectarianism, ethnic 
conflicts and regional distress in the Third World countries. 


It is a typical dilemma. On the one hand we are seeing this emer- 
gence of retrograde and reactionary elements. In this of course I say 
we have to give credit to Soviet leadership, that it was able to see that 
this was likely to emerge and therefore they gave leadership for the 
process of political democratization and economic reforms. But when 
we say these questions of political democracy and economic reform, 
are very important, and there I particularly like to mention East 
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Europe. My friend comrade Chandrajit Yadav mentioned yesterday, 
that the euphoria of democratization is one thing, but at the same 
time we have to caution our East European friends that they should 
be aware. They should be on their guard that in this euphoria of de- 
mocratization, they may not fall into the trap of new capitalism, new 
imperialism and colonialism and end up ultimately only as borrowers 
from the developed capitalist countries. They are neither capitalist 
nor socialist, merely borrowers and dependants on those countries. 
That caution has to be made. 


It is in this context that I like to say that the role of organization 
like AAPSO, in fact becomes more relevant today, because we are fac- 
ing a new type of development, in which it is not only Afro-Asian 
world, but even East Europe is emerging as part of the developing 
world , because they are going to face typical economic problems and 
problems of new imperialism and new colonialism. So therefore in 
this respect , I would like to make two concrete suggestions. One is 
for AAPSO to make its position clear for itself and for others. When I 
say to make its position clear for itself and for others, I mean, that 
somehow earlier AAPSO has been confused between theory and is- 
sues. That is its stand has been in a state of dilemma, that whether it 
is a question of particular issue, facing the Third World countries, ir- 
respective of their systems, or that issue has to be evaluated from the 
point of view of a particular ideology or theory. That confusion has 
been there. Now is the time particularly when we say that Glasnost 
and Perestroika are there, where AAPSO can make its stand very 
clear that it is more concerned with the issues, being faced by Afro- 
Asian countries and not only Afro Asian countries but also Latin 
America countries, where there is a possibility of dealing with those 
issues on specific level with the spirit of peaceful co-existence be- 
tween various systems, that is we are concerned with those prob- 
lems. We're concerned with the environmental problem. We're con- 
cerned with the disarmament problem, which is causing typical 
challenges for the Third World countries, irrespective of their political 
and economic systems. If AAPSO takes that point of view, our soli- 
darity can be enlarged and in that enlarged solidarity, AAPSO can, 
because, I say this is so, because AAPSO is an existing organization. 
It has already a worldwide structure, organization, acceptability, a 
type of a social base, however limited it may be. But it has all that. If 
it makes its position clear for itself and for the world as a whole, that 
it is more concerned with the issues being faced by Afro-Asian coun- 
tries, then it has a very wider role to play, which it can play. 


Now I agree that a point has been raised that because of the devel- 
opments in East European countries and all those types of things, it 
is perhaps likely to face some economic problems. Number one, this 
suggestion that I have made will also help it to solve some of the eco- 
nomic problems, because then it will be more open. Secondly, to 
solve its financial problems and again to make its base wider.I would 
like to make two more small suggestions. Of course these are open to 
consideration for the Secretariat and Presidium, whenever they meet. 
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One is, don't you think that the time has come that AAPSO member- 
ship can be open to individual subscribing members. It may be at na- 
tional level or it may be at international level. these things you can 
follow up. It will help AAPSO in three things: 

1. It will generate some funds, particularly at the National 
Committee levels and some at international level. 

2. It will involve a number of intellectuals, concerned people, con- 
cerned citizens in many nations, in many countries to be actively in- 
volved in AAPSO activities at national level, at international level and 
it will also provide you a committed cadre at various levels, because 
one who is a paying subscriber member, has some commitment to 
the organization whoever he is . This is one. Second suggestion which 
I'll make is that the publications of AAPSO, may be reduced in num- 
ber , but they should be brought out, brought up more professional- 
ly, academically and research channels and then one or two or these 
general journals should be priced. Here again this will give you three 
important things: 

1. I don't find any reason that libraries in the universities, various 
research institutions, why should they not subscribe to such a jour- 
nal. I don't see any reason. All over the World, libraries, in particu- 
lar, if not individuals will be subscribing to such a journal, so you'll 
be raising some funds at least for publications, if not for anything 
else. Publications can be self-funding. 

2. This will provide a very important forum of discussion for the 
scholars of these Third World countries. So far there is no such jour- 
nal emerging from Third World countries itself, which provide a for- 
um for debate and discussion on various issues, which we are facing. 
Whatever we have to write, either these are limited to our own small 
national journals or we have to go to the Wester journals, coming 
from those countries, and then they have their own time frame, and 
everything and all those types of things. So there is no such forum of 
the Third World countries themselves for the scholars to enter into 
debate or discussions, if it is published in a particularly Third World 
widely circulated , well produced journal. I don't say that there are 
such journals, but what AAPSO can do, is to produce a well pro- 
duced journal. 

3. With such a journal , AAPSO can have again, create its own le- 
gilimacy and place. So I think these 3 suggestions you can take into 
consideration if you wish to have and to plan future strategy and a 
prospective for AAPSO. Thank you very much 
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Mr. ABDUL GALIL GHILAN 
PEOPLE'S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF YEMEN 


Thank you Mr. Chairman, I will shorten my intervention on the 
item you proposed at the outset of the meeting concerning the inter- 
national situation, how to consider and deal with it and the new 
trends and developments taking place in the world today. We all 
know that they are the outcome of the new political thinking of a big 
power, namely, the Soviet Union. Western nations hitherto critical 
and antagonistic to the Soviet system met the changes taking place 
under that new thinking with admiration and encouragement wheth- 
er in the Soviet Union or the states of Eastern Europe. Many calcula- 
tions were made based on the success of "Perestroika", notable 
among which as you all know were those made by Kissinger who out- 
lined the impact of that new policy inside and outside the Soviet 
Union and cautioned against its success. Many other Western think- 
ers also analysed the impact of this phenomenon on the world along 
the same lines. 


Within the context of the new political ideology, the relationship 
between the two big powers generally reflected upon smaller states, 
was not governed by the class system respectively adopted which 
hitherto constituted an obstacle but rather on reciprocal interests. A 
new outlook developed based on a common world inter-related in its 
interests and dangers. This new theory gave rise to the need to pro- 
tect common and mutual interests, first among which was the hu- 
man race. Ideological and class interests could not be a justification 
for the destruction of the world. It was, from a theoretical and logical 
viewpoint a matter of vital importance. The detente resulting from 
the new political thinking produced by "Perestroika" in the Soviet 
Union caused relations between states to steer a different course 
based on human aspects relating mainly to man's interests, his sur- 
vival and development. The new climate obtaining between the two 
big powers was as a result, reflected, as you all know, on attempts to 
produce relative reduction and elimination of weapons, the conclu- 
sion of some agreements to that effect and a considerable amount of 
cooperation to resolve regional conflicts etc. It also augured well with 
respect to the impact it has had on smaller states in terms of their 
lines of thought, their policies and, their approaches to regional, in- 
ternational and political problems. 


However, in spite of all the changes that have taken place under 
the new political tendencies of the big powers, it is evident from the 
Secretariat's paper that there are still doubts surrounding the new 
trends, that augur well to me, as a result of U.S. practices in particu- 
lar, against developing countries, as for example its recent interven- 
tion in Panama. International economic relations have hitherto not 
seen any developments of benefit either to advanced nations or to the 
big powers or to developing countries, which constitute the major 
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part of the globe and which have a direct interest in that respect and 
should therefore be the focus of attention. 


The United States still practices the same methods of hegemony, 
arrogance and dictatorship on developing countries in many matters. 
In fact we want international understanding and detente to prevail 
not only between the big powers but also that it should include the 
developing nations themselves. Cold war methods still dominate the 
actions of the U.S. which has not included the Third World in the cal- 
culations of its detente process with the other big powers. 


World public opinion must exercise a positive role particularly 
with regard to the U.S. and call upon it to measure up to its respon- 
sibilities as a big power, and adjust itself to the international climate 
which has Polarized public opinion as a whole. It should desist from 
resorting to the aforementioned methods of intervention in the affairs 
of developing countries and rather undertake to effectively contribute 
towards resolving economic and regional problems and cease to build 
military installations on the territories of developing nations, or on its 
own, within the context of the arms race. 


For despite the positive changes in the international climate and 
the impact it has had on many aspects of life it has not substantially 
extended to the Third World. The Palestinian question - as you know 
- to which the Chairman has referred- and the Lebanese problem are 
burning issues. The U.S. intervened in Panama while it did not inter- 
vene to restore legitimacy in Lebanon. The Afghan question and the 
General Accords which were the fruit of the new climate of detente 
are being complicated by the American position. The U.S. is still rely- 
ing on the installation of agents in the region and on the provision of 
military and political assistance to the opposition rather than on urg- 
ing them to gather around the negotiating table. 


Attention has so far not been accorded to the problems of the en- 
vironment, famine, Third World economies, etc. Serious measures 
have not been taken to put an end to the arms race between develop- 
ing countries, direct their savings towards development and urge ad- 
vanced countries to offer them more effective assistance. There is 
talk of measures to help Eastern European states take increased 
steps towards the West but we consider these methods unprincipled 
and lacking in credibility. They derive from a desire to gather former 
allies, in view of their geographical location into one bloc. This is an 
unprincipled stand which I do not believe will -succeed and might 
even in future give rise to limitless problems. 


We expect the leap towards political democracy that occurred in 
Eastern Europe to take place to some extent in Western Europe but 
for the achievement of other objectives, namely, for a different type of 
democracy, one related to increased social justice in these countries. 
What then should be our task within the context of the peace and 
solidarity movement, at world level and within Asia and Africa, to en- 
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sure that this trend is applied in developing countries as it is being 
applied in more than one country at present. 


What is our task in the light of these changes and their possible 
repercussions on the international situation? 


As I said yesterday we believe that under the present circumstanc- 
es AAPSO should first, not only seek to alter its method of action but 
also modify its political stance in such a way as to conform to the 
changes taking place and thereby attract wide-ranging forces from 
among public opinion not only in Asia and Africa but also throughout 
the world. AAPSO is an organisation which has its weight and its 
struggle with us. Within the context of these new concepts and in 
seeking to focus efforts towards achieving developments in develop- 
ing nations is indeed of value. Secondly, AAPSO should undertake 
even at a popular level, to deepen relations among states for popular 
relations are a reality that are indivisible from the very nature of all 
other states. AAPSO should call for the application of these new con- 
cepts which seek to establish co-operation between states, resolve 
burning issues, abstain from resorting or threatening to use force, 
unlike the case of the U.S. which despite its acknowledgement of the 
changes taking place in the international situation still enforces her 
wishes by force. It should seek to support the United Nations as a 
major international forum for the resolution of burning problems and 
assist it in establishing a new equitable world economic order that 
would set up a massive world programme to extricate countries of the 
Third world from their current situation. This, indeed, is a major 
task for AAPSO which we will discuss later when discussing the man- 
ner of achieving such objectives under the current international situ- 
ation. 


Thank you Mr. Chairman 
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Mr. CHANDRAJIT YADAV 
VICE-PRESIDENT OF AAPSO 
(INDIA) 


Mr. President. 

First of all I will propose that this International situation and role 
of AAPSO, need a very deep analysis of the whole situation and 
should be one of the main points of the Agenda of the Presidium 
meeting. When we hold AAPSO Presidium meeting, hopefully by that 
time, many things will be clear to us. The elections in some of th East 
European countries will be over in May and June and also the forces 
that strengthen the co-relationship of forces and serious analysis of 
the parties in those countries and also many of the fora will be avail- 
able for us. That will give us a rather clearer picture. 


But I would like to make few remarks according to my under- 
standing. I think that the entire World is entering into a new epoch 
and by this time many important developments, not only in the politi- 
cal life, but in various aspects of life deserve very serious considera- 
tion, because the whole approach , the entire attitude of individuals, 
and the people as such, are changing fast and one who will not be 
able to keep pace with these changes and will not be able to under- 
stand the emerging new forces, new ideas, new methods of working, 
will be left behind and will face serious problems. 


In my opinion the science, technology, new knowledge, communi- 
cation, radio and TV have changed the whole situation and the peo- 
ple. The whole method, the management method is changing. The 
most modern management methods are understanding. One who will 
not be able to understand the modern management, the use of com- 
puters, the use of new methods of management, since the arrival of 
the multinational corporations and many others will be certainly left 
behind. This is a very competitive era, a competition between the big 
and heavy industry, big industries, the small industries and the me- 
dium kind of industries . Now heavy industries have become a big 
threat for the survival of the small industries. 


Now the question is that one has to find certain methods for co- 
existence of these forces also. Once you go for a highly technical in- 
dustry, then the problem of unemployment will be created in the 
Third World. Now the question of industrial policy in Western Europe 
and highly industrialized countries, and the question of industrial 
policy, economic policy in developing countries or backward coun- 
tries. These two things are also there. Our experience in some of the 
developing countries, who try to copy the industrial highly technical 
and high technology of the Western countries were in trouble. Now 
this also is one factor, which has been ignored in my opinion, by 
many countries, including the socialist countries and therefore they 
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remained backward. They could not create that capacity of competi- 
tiveness with other countries, which were going. If you see the area 
management, if you see the area of the method of agriculture, the use 
of new methods whether it is in agriculture , in technology, in indus- 
try or even in the institutions , the university, the college, you find 
the whole system is changing, the mathematic is changing, the con- 
cept of history is changing. 


Therefore I think that this was a one major weakness and the 
Third World countries must also take lessons from this. That they 
must also copy this development with this new thinking. What is be- 
ing called not only new thinking, but a new style, even a new style of 
living has emerged. Now if you see the youth of different countries, 
now jeans, now their clothes. How is it that it all is becoming very 
popular, certain things, I tell you. Now these things we cannot ignore. 
You cannot ignore the new aspirations, which are coming in our chil- 
dren, in our youth, in our working class, in our women. Therefore 
this one question, which I would like to point out , that this should 
be given very serious thought and should be studied, otherwise this 
capitalism, not only is this imperialism, capitalism with its newest 
style, the capitalism ‘with its newest strategy as I have been empha- 
sizing for quite some years the capitalist and imperialist forces, are 
far ahead of us to work out their newest strategy to meet new chal- 
lenges, while we have been failing to work out our strategy to meet 
their threats. Where are we today ? Unfortunately, today we are 
standing at a point, where there is an atmosphere of pessimism, 
where there is an atmosphere of hopelessness, that is in socialist 
countries. How is it that the communist parties there failed to have 
strong trade unions? They have not stood by them. The youth have 
not stood by them. Therefore perhaps due to their lack of communi- 
cation, and their relationship with the people. But have they become 
highly bureaucratized in their institutions, bureaucracy in politics, 
bureaucracy in administration and lack of the identification with the 
urges, aspirations and the problems of the people. Now this gives a 
very serious lesson to other parties also, to other countries, also that 
they must go on strengthening their mass base, they must identify 
themselves with the aspirations and urges of the people, which is 
very important. 


In the name of democracy everything is happening. Democracy is 
a weapon, which can become a very effective instrument to serve the 
masses, but democracy can also be used by reactionary forces, by 
imperialist forces to suppress the interest of the common masses and 
through that make an institution or a government of a vested inter- 
est. But we can't ignore that if we fail to involve the people at various 
levels in policy- making, in implementation of policies and also in 
meeting their needs, then it will be a dangerous thing. 


The corruption has become a major issue now whether it was 
thought that corruption was only in the capitalist system, the corrup- 
tion issue has become, because of various reasons and in developing 
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countries, the corruption is also becoming a very major issue, with 
the leadership, with the political parties, with the system. Now it is 
an eye-opening that what is being exposed in some of these coun- 
tries, that the high leaders, were also involved in corruption. That is 
another thing, which is a major setback. It is not a setback only to 
the socialist forces, in my opinion, it is a setback. It is not a setback 
only to the socialist forces, in my opinion, it is a setback for all pro- 
gressive forces, that is much more a serious matter of concern, that 
the progressive forces all over the World have got a setback with 
this. 


I think, now here, the role of AAPSO has become very important 
and we must find ways and methods that now we can make AAPSO 
an important instrument, that it should be able to provide a leader- 
ship to the people, particularly in the developing countries on various 
issues. A serious analysis has to be done and in our method of func- 
tioning, our approach to the problems, ideologically , politically and 
organizationally. We have to be very clear on these issues, otherwise 
we will be also failing in our duty. Now this confusion is very much. 
I'm telling you from my own experience, even in the peace movement, 
many people have been trying for some years to prove that there is no 
necessity of peace movement today, because the peace will come, be- 
cause two superpowers are now meeting, they are reaching towards 
certain understanding. Therefore there will be disarmament. The nu- 
clear weapons will be eliminated and there will be complete peace. I 
think this is a serious deviation, this is another deviation where we 
shall be isolating ourselves from the masses and the mass move- 
ment. Today it is important, today there is a feeling that now if these 
two big countries, powers, meet to solve their problems, what will 
happen to the other developing countries? Will they be left to them- 
selves? Whether they will make some collective approach for their 
own self-reliance, whether they will be able to cope with the new 
emergence of new technology, high technology. What will be their 
problems in such situations? 


I think that AAPSO , it is very important, should concentrate in 
coming years beside other problems on two issues. Number one : 
Palestinian Problem. I think it is a general growing feeling that prob- 
lems of Palestinian people will have a back seat now. The problems of 
South African people will have a back seat now. In my opinion, now 
AAPSO should see to it that there is a bigger mobilization of the peo- 
ple in entire Asia, Africa and entire developing countries. Our concen- 
tration on the problem of Palestinian people, our concentration for 
the South African people, for this should be the main issues and all 
our National Committees should be given directions that they should 
mobilize people for these two issues. That will also give us an oppor- 
tunity to expose imperialism, that will also give people an opportunity 
to unite the at least on these two major issues, besides other things . 
Otherwise my fear is that our emphasis is more and more only on de- 
velopment, more and more on ecology and environment, not on these 
issues, which the imperialists are trying to take advantage of the sit- 
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uation. Therefore our struggle against imperialism, our struggle 
against the emergence of new style, new method, new strategy of the 
imperialists, and colonial power deserve a very serious consideration 
and we should concentrate on what will be our strategy to meet the 
situation. And that strategy should have, in my opinion, a very seri- 
ous discussion. 


Today you cannot close your eyes. People want their share. There 
have been many deviations, serious deviations in many developing 
countries. The entire emphasis has been only on growth, not on so- 
cial justice. Now what people are seeing, that in the name of growth a 
very small percentage of people are becoming richer , are having 
much better life. They are strengthening their grip on the economy 
and on the society. But the very big percentage of the people are de- 
nied social justice. They are denied their share in the national growth 
and that is another problem. 


Therefore I will also suggest to meet this situation. We , AAPSO, 
should organize a seminar, sometime, involving youth and women 
and maybe trade unions also, of these developing countries. Because 
the role of students is growing and the role of youth is growing in to- 
day's politics , in todays world and unless we involve them, I think 
that we will be isolating ourselves and we'll be exposing ourselves to 
serious danger. 


Mr. President. With these words, I think, I will request you that 
now you must, because today in this Bureau meeting the question 
has been raised, but we have not been able to discuss it at length 
and we are not able to reach some kind of conclusion. Special 
Bureau meeting before you call Presidium meeting, one more meeting 
we should have, or you having meeting of the Permanent Secretariat 
with some of those committees, which you have formed with some 
committees. Have a serious discussion, prepare a paper of the proper 
analysis, a proper strategy and out of that the program which will 
emerge will give us a way to strengthen our position. This is my sug- 
gestion. Thank you very much. 
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JUSTICE Dr. JAYA PATHIRANA 
SRI LANKA 


Sri Lanka Committee should have it here. Mr. Aziz, was suddenly 
taken ill and therefore I am deputizing for him. 


The Secretary General has invited a frank exchange of views about 
the new trends in the international arena and its impact on the Afro- 
Asian movement. What is most important at this stage is the impact 
of the dramatic upheavals in Eastern Europe as far as the Afro-Asian 
Solidarity Movement is concerned. I find from the papers given to me 
that AAPSO has expressed its solidarity with and the support for the 
on going democratic process that is taking place in Eastern Europe. 
However, AAPSO also has expressed the hope that the process of de- 
mocratization that is being carried out in Eastern Europe, the com- 
mitment of solidarity between the peoples of Eastern Europe and the 
peoples of the Third World countries will continue. AAPSO has some 
fears and apprehensions of what might be the repercussions of the 
events in Eastern Europe vis- a- vis the Third World countries. It is 
therefore left to the peoples of Eastern Europe to consider that in the 
vast areas of the Third World, millions of people are suffering from 
hunger and malnutrition, underdevelopment and illiteracy. And 
therefore these people need the assistance of the countries of Eastern 
Europe. I neither want to be too optimistic, nor pessimistic. But I 
might pose a difficult question; can the Third World continue to ex- 
pect the same help and solidarity from the countries of Eastern 
Europe after the dramatic upheavals that have taken place in these 
countries. 


Of course as many of our friends have cautioned, let us wait till 
events move on and after the expected elections in those countries, 
when we can examine the question in the light of the governments 
that will come into power. Of course it depends on whether there'll be 
governments which will have no sympathy with the hopes and, aspi- 
rations of the peoples of the Third World countries, in which event of 
course we will get into difliculties. For some time to come, one must 
expect this, that these, countries of Eastern Europe under the com- 
pulsion of a market style economy will have to reconstruct their econ- 
omies to meet the changing situations. Then they'll be pre-occupied 
more with dealing with the Western capitalist countries and they'll be 
engulfed in a sort of consumer society which they will not accustom 
to. The impact of consumerism would mean that these countries may 
have to liberate their economies, which would mean that they will 
need new financial resources to meet their new obligations and com- 
mitments, arising from a consumer society. In this transition society, 
can these countries continue to have the same interest that they had 
and offer material help to the Third World countries. 


There is another situation developing in Europe. Western Europe 
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is moving towards a type of unification. Already they have a common 
parliament in Strasbourg, they have an international court of human 
rights at Brussels. They are going very soon to have a common mone- 
tary system and a common currency. Well, the situation apparently 
doesn't stop there. We find expressions from the Soviet Union, which 
speak of a common European home from the Atlantic to the Urals. So 
there is this on going concept of a common European home, of a uni- 
fied Europe at some stage. In this situation, one has got to expect 
that Europe will become more pre-occupied with solving own prob- 
lems and looking its after own interest. The big question is therefore, 
will its Europe in such a situation be any more interested in it the 
Third World countries. Will they be interested in alleviating poverty in 
the Third World countries . This is the big question that AAPSO may 
have to think of and make the necessary arrangements. 


The problem as far as the Third World countries is compounded 
and aggravated and if I may refer to it in this way, in the remarks of 
the Secretary General of AAPSO , when in his very illuminating re- 
marks a copy of which was circulated to all of us, just stated that the 
practices of socialism are affecting not only Eastern Europe, but also 
those developing countries, which adopted so-called socialist models 
for example of building up their political and social systems. To quote 
his words, "now friends in the socialist countries are openly criticiz- 
ing it, the developing countries faced a lot of setbacks due to the im- 
plementation of such wrong models". To set the wrong models on a 
correct course will certainly be difficult a task for the Third World 
countries. Already in some countries there is a U-turn, where they al- 
ready opted for a socialist model, now they are going back on it. 
During the time they adopted the socialist model, there was a ques- 
tion of nationalization. 


Now what is happening? Now take a country like Sri Lanka. There 
is an on going privatization of all nationalized industries. 
Government is going to hand even the post and telegraph services to 
private companies. GDR gave our country one of the biggest textile 
mills in South East Asia. One month ago, this textile complex, which 
was the boast of South East Asia given to us by GDR was sold to a 
South Korean company and the government refused to give details of 
the deal. So these are the problems that the Third World countries 
will be faced with. How to set the wrong models on a correct course. 
Thus in attempting to correct the wrong course, what will happen is 
that we will succumb to the dictates of the IMF and the World Bank, 
which would mean that our countries would once again be run by 
foreign lending institutions. 


So, Mr. Chairman, this is in brief the problems the Third World 
countries and AAPSO will be faced with. This should direct our 
minds to this problem well. It ‘is also suggested now, that there 
should be an alternative development strategy. We have had a semi- 
nar in Tanzania on this problem and in the light of what is happen- 
ing in Eastern Europe and the impact of that on our countries, the 
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question of the emergence of a common European forum, it maybe 
that we will have to change our strategies. One other matter that I 
would like to address to is that AAPSO does not have an adequate or 
proper media to propagate its activities. If you see what is happening 
in the media today, if you listen to the Western media, like the BBC. 
You don't hear about the struggle of the Palestinians in the West 
Bank and the Gaza Strip,about the Intifada. You rarely hear what is 
happening in Namibia, we are not told what is happening in South 
Africa. But the BBC is now rolling out one and only one thing, name- 
ly what is happening in Eastern Europe, which they associate as a 
rolling back on socialism. 


I'm asking this question, Mr. Chairman, yesterday we had one of 
the best declarations by AAPSO at the conclusion of this National 
Conference for Peace, Security and Cooperation. Please tell me, how 
many people in Asia and Africa have read it in the newspapers. Now 
that is an obstacle, which AAPSO faces, the Western media doesn't 
give publicity to any other activities of AAPSO, although it is a peo- 
ple's movement, which has observer status in the non-aligned move- 
ment. Still the publicity we get through the media is either insuffi- 
cient or nill. 


Now we have the same difficulty in Sri Lanka. It is very difficult to 
get anything into the press there, about our activities. Once in a 
while somebody obliges, who is personally known to us, otherwise it 
is difficult. So, Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that we seriously go 
into that question of having a strong media to get publicity to all our 
activities and AAPSO has been engaged in a vast volume of activities, 
to alleviate the problems of the people of Asia and Africa. Thank you 
very much. 
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Mr. CHITTA BISWAS 
DEPUTY SECRETARY GENERAL 
OF AAPSO 


Thank you Mr. Chairman. I don't want to add too many things at 
this end of the meeting or seminar, but I want just to mention one or 
two points, which might be helpful for the Secretary General to sum 
up. Firstly it was a very interesting discussion. I think, quite useful 
and fruitful meeting that we had yesterday evening and today. Many 
questions, very wide ranging questions have been posed, which were 
posed by life itself and certainly we never expected that in one meet- 
ing we are going to resolve all these problems or we can come to 
some understanding or conclusion. But this certainly is going to help 
us in our future work. I've been trying to listen very carefully to all 
the interventions and trying to find out actually whether we are ina 
position to relate the present developments and its impacts to AAPSO 
activities. Well, frankly speaking, the interpretations and analysis 
and the observations on the international developments were ex- 
tremely interesting, but bearing on the practical aspects of our activi- 
ties did not come their out very sharply. It is precisely where we are 
stuck up. As secretariat this is where we are really stuck up. 


Well, as I told you, we didn't expect that in this one meeting, we 
can come to any position and we can come to any conclusion and 
find a way out. But certainly this will help us to think more and to 
relate it to our activities in future. There were several stands I mean 
one speaker said capitalism is transferring its crisis now ‘to the Third 
World. Now this is one aspect of the question, but there is another 
aspect of the problem of the Third World. So far, the socialist coun- 
tries, above all the Soviet Union, had been extremely helpful in their 
development process, in their socio- economic progress and all that. 
Today, how it will work, or how it will act, we don't know. Logically, 
it's various amount of activity is bound to be there, but in what form, 
in what shape, in what concrete manners. We still don't know, we 
can only visualize or imagine some things. As time passes on, we will 
fill the picture more and more. And then probably, we will be in a po- 
sition to work out in a better way, in a better form. 


Having said this with regard to the present development of the 
World and its impact on the Afro-Asian countries and its relevance to 
the AAPSO activities, I' ll come to one or two concrete questions, that 
have been raised here with regard to the functioning of the AAPSO 
secretariat, the AAPSO Bureau and all that. In fact, I myself would 
have liked more concrete discussion on the functioning of the 
Bureau,which could have helped us in future much more. But cer- 
tain points have been raised and certain questions have been dealt 
with by different speakers. Now one question that was felt before, 
also, in previous meeting, we were discussing, how to function the 
Bureau? We had a number of Vice Presidents: 21 or 22 Vice 
Presidents before Algiers and after Algiers, then after New Delhi, we 
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have a bureau of about 33 members. But here 7 Vice Presidents are 
present and other members of the Bureau also are not present, their 
representatives are present here. Now how to function this team? 
Unfortunately from this meeting, because time is short and it is relat- 
ed to many other questions, particularly present international devel- 
opments, obviously this question didn't come out sharply, but it 
should have come and it would have helped our future activities. But 
this question should be given serious consideration and we must try 
to work out some procedure and some process by which the secretar- 
iat and the bureau and the Vice Presidents can work as a team, in 
order to make the organization better functioning. 


In the Secretary General's report and intervention, he pointed out 
many weaknesses of the Secretariat, so did other comrades,who in- 
tervened. Now one of the questions that was raised is that the 
Secretariat should not try to impose its views or dictate to the 
National Committees. Well, that should be justified and I think it has 
been said that there's some mis-understanding and there is a debate 
about it. It is perfectly justified, the Secretariat certainly does not dic- 
tate to National Committees, but it is also a two way process.Well , 
the Secretariat expects, well everybody expects that the Secretariat 
should respect the views of the National Committees. Secretaries 
have also the right to expect that it has to be respected by the 
National Committees. And by mutual discussions, many proposals 
have come by letter, regional meeting and all that. This understand- 
ing should be developed much closer for the better functioning in the 
interest of the better functioning of the organization. Now I would 
rather suggest that in view of the fact, the time factor and all that, I 
will not go into more details. Though I had many other, I mean, de- 
tails, which I thought of, I would suggest one concrete thing, that 
should emerge from this meeting. 


Now, good, bad, right, wrong, whether you agree or disagree, 
there is a long report submitted by the Secretary General, before the 
meeting. Now this is confined to the Bureau members only. Let us 
start from this meeting itself, a process of coordination and collabora- 
tion in a closer way, closer form. I suggest concretely that this report 
should be sent out to all the National Committees, it has been sent 
out to Vice Presidents, for the moment, but to all the National 
Committees and then within a period of time, say 3 months, 2 
months or even 4 months, let us expect and collect the views of the 
National Committees and all the Vice Presidents. I think we have 
been talking about cooperation and collaboration, let us start acting 
for collaboration and cooperation and not only theorize it. So let this 
report go, which gives food for thought on many issues. You may 
agree that there is a different method, but let us collect the views and 
reactions of the National Committees and the Vice Presidents.This 
meeting should be the beginning of the process of closer cooperation 
and functioning as a team. This is my concrete proposal. Other de- 
tails, I don't want at this stage to go into it. The Secretary General 
will sum up and will make his own observations. Thank you. 
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Mr. E. A. VIDYASEKERA 
P.S. AAPSO 


Thank you Mr. Chairman. I shall be very brief and wish to make 
some remarks on one or two points. It is in relation to the criticism, 
regarding the functioning of the Secretariat. Well, we are very thank- 
ful to the various speakers, and some of the criticism is very valid 
and it will be very useful for us to assess the way how we should 
work, improving the work of the Secretariat. But I'm only surprised 
that if the criticisms, are for the sake of criticism and not to take 
into consideration the state under which the Secretariat has to func- 
tion, well I think it is not a healthy sign and not constructive. It is the 
members of the Secretariat only know under what constrains and the 
atmosphere we are working today. 


In this connection I wish to remind you about the very interesting 
and important seminar held in Cairo last month which the GDR 
Committee helped us to organize. In that seminar comrade Nouri 
presented an important paper, especially related to the exchange of 
views and the activities of the National Committees on which we had 
a very interesting discussion. I think he has correctly pointed out the 
difficulties under which the Secretariat had to function. For example, 

in this discussion a reference was made to the efficiency etc of the 
Secretariat. 


Well, I think the secretariat is there, it has not suddenly just come 
from nowhere. There are difficulties, the problems confronting it are 
many and I think the National Committees also have to take some 
kind of responsibility. I think the position was clearly explained in 
that discussion. Those papers should be sent to the National 
Committees. For the Secretariat to function effectively it should have 
efficient able persons, but he has shown in that among the number 
of the Secretariat members, how many are really in the place of work. 


Well, when you speak about that, the functioning is wrong or the 
efficiency is lacking, I think it is better to look back to the National 
Committees and see how their own members,who are representing at 
the Secretariat, as ones with calibre and what kind of output, or 
what amount of work they are doing. I think that also should be tak- 
en into consideration, when we are making this kind of accusation. 


Another point is that we always try to see how to improve the work 
of the Secretariat, how the National Committees will assist us. Well, 
they are always saying that the letters are not received, I don't know, 
because the mail is not in our hand, sometimes it happens, but nev- 
ertheless, we find that constantly, we don't get even the reports of the 
National Committees, in spite of our requests. In spite of the letters 
we have sent are either not replied. In the Publication Section, we are 
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trying to get the articles on different activities of different things of 
work they have made and to write articles, etc. Well, it is also not 
forthcoming in the way that we expect. So these are things for which, 
we are criticized for. This shortcoming, the National Committees 
should take into consideration how far they are helping us in this 
matter. 


You'll be surprised, in one instance there was somebody who has 
mentioned that the Permanent Secretariat should not try to impose 
solutions to the rest of the Committees. I think that in no time the 
Permanent Secretariat has ever tried to impose any solutions to the 
National Committees. On the contrary,we have been asking their 
views and if there have been any impositions, they have been impos- 
ing solutions on the Permanent Secretariat. This sometimes happens, 

Therefore, I think it is better to have more democratic relations. I 
mean, whatever the size or area of work the National Committees are 
doing, I think they also have to see that all National Committees are 
on equal footing. 


Another point we hear about the problems of some as, we heard 
yesterday that they have not received certain letters. Well, this some- 
times happens. What can we do? If somebody has not come to receive 
somebody in Tanzania, what could the Permanent Secretariat do ? 
How, we notice all of a sudden in the last moment it was another per- 
son to go and there are people who are eager to go and we are blamed 
if certain people have not been accommodated. This problem also 
confronts us. 


I think the members also have to take into consideration the con- 
straints and the difficulties that we are encountering there rather 
than react in that manner. Otherwise, I think, it will be difficult for 
the permanent secretariat to work. I remember that the Secretary 
General, earlier on several occasions has mentioned that if a person, 
a Secretariat member is not performing his duties in the manner that 
should have been done, there should be a possibility of recalling him. 
It has never been done. The National Committees in their criticism, 
should take into consideration enormous problems the Permanent 
Secretariat has to face. I don't want to say more than that. We all 
welcome criticism because it will help us, but also they have to con- 
sider the work the difficullies we undergo. Thank you. 
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Mr. NOURI ABDUL RAZZAK 
SECRETARY-GENERAL OF AAPSO 


Thank you, Mr. President. Actually, I don't want to take a long 
time in expressing some remarks on the discussion but I think as the 
report and the introductory remarks, were introduced and distribut- 
ed and there was a very fruitful and beneficial discussion and many 
important points have been spelled out which I think can be of very 
big help to the future work of the Secretariat in particular and for our 
Organization in general. Also I think there were some interesting rec- 
ommendations, which I think they'll be summed up and they can be 
a good guideline from this meeting for the Secretariat to work in the 
future. 


I have one essential remark, which I would like to say on the ques- 
tion of the assessment of the situation, the international situation, 
where AAPSO is standing now. I would like to say that this is not the 
first time we are debating this question. I think it is important, we 
should note that there is a series and a continuation of the debate on 
the nature of the contemporary international situation and also on 
the AAPSO in contemporary world and its future tasks, priorities and 
strategies. There was a very big debate prior to the 7th Congress in 
Delhi and also the debate continued after Delhi. I would like to say 
that we are not coming here just of a sudden, we have discovered 
there is a new Situation and we are discussing. With a debate it isa 
continuation, some on the previous debate, the same personalities 
who are here, they were present, some are now in their National 
Committees, I mean, the National Committees have sent some new 
people, but it should be understandable that when a National 
Committee is represented, all the debates should be reported with 
the leadership to the main leading body so that the leadership of the 
National Committee is acquainted with the general ideas that are still 
out in our debate. Recently, when we had the Meeting, the Seminar 
on the Exchange of Experience of the National Committees, also 
there was not less deep discussions done, than that is done here and 
a very frank exchange of opinion was spelled out.There on the char- 
acterization of the international situation. I can go back to say that 
when the Soviet and GDR Committees had organized the Seminar 
last October in Moscow on the _ Developing Countries in 
Contemporary World, there were also many leading members from 
our National Committees plus some leaders from Political Parties and 
Liberation Movements from the Third World Countries, and I had the 
honour to be there. I was invited, the President of AAPSO was invited 
and he gave an important paper and discussion. So I will just say 
that the debate is going on and we are always refreshing our thinking 
from all the ideas that are coming and I would like to say also that to 
me it was very clear from all those discussions, which were going on 
in our movement, inside the framework of AAPSO and within the 
National Committees, that there is no unanimity or even consensus 
on the characterization of the international situation and I think this 
is not something that should be taken as un-natural. I think it is 
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natural, because there is a turning point in the historical develop- 
ment and in each turning point it is impossible that everybody will 
come at the same time, the same way of thinking, the same unison. 
Differences, complexities and diversities are inevitable and logical 
and healthy. And from this point we should not be intolerant about 
any idea that would be spelled out or would come whatever we may 
agree or disagree, because at the 7th Congress, we emphasized that 
it is necessary for us to continue a healthy debate on the questions, 
because the process is going on. What of course we couldn't foresee 
at the 7th Congress is the rapidity of the process. The process is so 
rapid and so stormy, that it came beyond the expectations of any- 
body of us or maybe anybody in the international situation. 


So we characterize that with new features and new character, be- 
ing after the Soviet leadership produced the policy of Prestroika and 
the new thinking and this is an objective factor not recognized by us, 
but recognized internationally even by the leaders of the Western 
powers and the US. But certainly the leadership of the Soviet Union 
and with the introduction of the new philosophy of the Prestroika on 
all levels, the Soviet Union as one of the major big powers with the 
new change of its policy and the new approach there was a tremen- 
dous change in the international situation and this is a fact, which 
we are all saying. The problem is how to assess these facts. We said, 
I mean, in the report of the Secretariat and the introductory report, 
some facts. I won't go into the details, because I say that was debat- 
ed we say that keeping on two aspects and as some [friends men- 
tioned, I think the friend from the Indian Institute of Non-Aligned 
Studies, he also categorized that, there are two aspects of debate. 
One aspect is improvement of relations between East and West and 
the second aspect is the aggravation of the situation between North 
and South. In these questions we are trying to differentiate that it is 
objectively true, that the relations between the two major powers, 
Soviet Union and US, between Socialist Countries and Capitalist 
Countries are improved, relations changed from confrontation 
through dialogue to cooperation. The priority or the character of how 
to deal with the contradictions in the World also have changed, be- 
cause before we used to say or at least in the Soviet Union and the 
Socialist Countries they used to say that the character of our epoch 
is a character of transition from capitalism to socialism, which was 
started by October Revolution and that the concept of the struggle 
between the two systems is one system trying to replace the other 
system. 


That was something which was the philosophy and the work, and 
how the world was the philosophy and the work, and how the world 
was going on only ten years ago. Now with the Prestroika and with 
the new reality of the nuclear threat or the nuclear security, it has to 
some extent or to a large extent has worked out that we should stop 
the question of confrontation, that socialism and capitalism should 
cooperate in order to save the world from the nuclear holocaust and 
the ecological holocaust and to go on a new thinking on the end of 
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the 20th century and the twenty first century with all the challenges 
of man and humanity will face. 


This change which we mentioned, this change came as a result of 
certain threats to humanity, realized by the leadership of both blocs. 
and both superpowers and they agreed to come on the process of 
solving these questions and we know the first meeting between 
Gorbachev and Reagan in Geneva They said that nuclear war cannot 
be won and it should not be lost. It was different from the previous 
American doctrine on a limited nuclear war and that a limited nucle- 
ar war can be launched. The Soviet Union, in order to make the pro- 
cess in the reverse, gave many conciliations. The doctrine of nuclear 
parity was changed by a doctrine of sufficiency and the Soviet Union 
in order to achieve the IMF, accepted the Zero Option, the Double 
Zero Option, disengaged the negotiations and strategy from star 
wars, giving other concessions on other aspects of the on going pro- 
cess and there were some results, I mean, in this aspect. Then the 
process went further and in the way that we are sensing, or what we 
are seeing, that in order to make this cooperation more and irreversi- 
ble, then there were on some aspects certain doctrine, which need 
formulation first, that regional conflict, there was acceptance first to 
the idea that in order to solve it, not on the question of the balance of 
forces, but on the question of the balance of interest. That is the in- 
terest of all parties concerned, or of all conflicting parties in the re- 
gion. And this process will take time of negotiations, compromises, 
middle solutions and other things on these questions. And this is 
also a doctrine, complementary to the doctrine , complementary to 
the doctrine of cooperation in order not to frustrate this cooperation 
by any other regional conflict. Some achievements were reached in 
some cases, but there are certain zigzags and reverses on the ques- 
tion on this issue. 


The third point, which also confirms or corresponds to this theory 
of cooperation is the idea on Europe. As we know Europe since the 
2nd World War was the second central source of tension, but 
Comrade Gorbachev pronounced that we seek a common European 
home as far from the Atlantic to the Urals. A common Furopean 
home, that means the barriers of the 2nd World War, the barriers of 
the cold war or what was strategical war should be in some way or 
another be reconciliated, remodelled in order that this division of 
Europe should have some common ground. And this may answer 
some of what is happening in some of the Socialist Countries. Then 
it was further in the Delhi Declaration between Comrade Gorbachev 
and Rajiv Gandhi, a non-violent world. A non-violent world means 
that to avoid the use of violence in the solution of any question. We 
should use, taking the new thinking, taking Prestroika, taking the in- 
terest of all parties concerned, we should use a non-violent method, 
which may, if it is used in regions, that this may frustrate or may im- 
pede the general process of cooperation, which was going on. Then 
came to do away with the image of the enemy, after all this improve- 
ment, after all these relations. Then the image of the enemy should 
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gradually wither away. 


All this is not something from our own, all these are things, which 
have occurred in the past 5 years, since 1985 and on, basing them- 
selves on realities of the situation. And these things were debated 
and I think, in my opinion, which I also said in the Cairo Meeting, I 
say those things are happening, whether to our liking or not, because 
those things are happened in view of the global correlation of forces 
to the global problems have posed to the question of the planet itself, 
how to survive, and how to enter into other issues, once finishing 
with the nuclear threat, then coming the ecological threat and all 
these things. 


Also we said in our paper that the two, the East- West show, or 
the East- West cooperation coming now is not also coming from a 
vacuum. It has come on a balance, at least of nuclear arsenals of 
those countries. I mean, each side has the nuclear capability and 
power to destroy the entire world several times. So there is a sort of 
a mutual difference, even in the old military formulas, which were 
used and this mutual difference between the two superpowers and 
the two super powers was a basis that we come to negotiation for cer- 
tain cooperation and that happened. But we said that the Third 
World countries, when we come to the third aspect of the question of 
the nuclear security of the process to finish, when we enter into a big 
range of mutual cooperation on the question of ecology and to save 
the planet from ecological disaster, then the question of economic se- 
curity, here come the battle of confrontation. The battle of confronta- 
tion will come because we as Third World countries and developing 
countries, we have no deterrence or no parity what so ever between 
the developed capitalist countries. I'm not an economist, neither a 
scientist, but I am following political debates and this and that and I 
see here is the problem, which are coming in the new international 
correlation of forces. And that is why we tried to pose those debates 
in order to see how our problems should be tackled in the changing 
world, in the changing international situation and this and that. The 
problem is not that the socialist, in my opinion, friends and in partic- 
ular the Soviet Union, because Easter Europe is reshaping itself on 
another pattern, but it is not that the Soviet Union has abandoned 
the Third World countries.It is not that. The question is that the 
Soviet Union itself has its gigantic problems. The gigantic problems 
and the question of economy and the question of how to cope with 
the technical revolution, which the West is advanced on and reform- 
ing and restructure its economy, which proved to have severe set- 
backs, when it was based on central planning and other things, as 
the Soviet comrades themselves are debating and coming to certain 
formulas on these questions. The Soviet Union cannot on the ques- 
tion of economic security and other Socialist Countries can not come 
in the big problems which are facing the Third World, debt problems 
over one trillion and 300 billions, other questions of how transnation- 
als are grasping. On the contrary the Soviet Union and the Socialist 
Countries are now in the new process of socialist capitalist coopera- 
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tion. Whatever they can say now is in need of investment from the 
Western capitalist countries and this is why I say that there should 
be no illusion, when we understand the reality that the Third World, I 
don't say was left, so that I am trying to say that somebody has lelt 
us, but in reality it has to depend on its own potentialities, more 
than any other time before, because now there is no question of mili- 
tary confrontation or military threat. 


Questions are predominantly questions of economic security. Of 
course there are certain issues that we spoke of. The National 
Liberation Movement struggle going on, but this also we say, we 
should take it in the general context of the development in the World 
and we cannot expect now a war of liberation, like the Vietnamese 
War for example, where there will be confrontation between the two 
superpowers on this. I think that era, in my opinion, has passed. 
Now there is a new era, that based itself also, correlation of forces, re- 
gional forces, then negotiations, discussions, mediation, UN role and 
other things, interest of all parties concerned can be taken into con- 
sideration and that is why I say the question of our movement is a 
question of a great importance, because now the Third World is en- 
tering an era, where it has to fight for the bottom of its survival, its 
economic survival, its survival against famine, malnutrition and all 
other things, and all the other things that more able persons, who 
had said that in their interventions yesterday. But I can say that this 
should be taken in the context of the international situation. 


I think, what is going on now in Eastern Europe is a result of that, 
because both countries, the Soviet Union and the United States have 
officially said we are in the post cold war period. Post cold war period 
in my opinion, that they are saying, well, the process of finishing the 
cold war is a consensus of the question of the nature of the character 
of the epoch from confrontation to cooperation and other things, so 
definitely, the cold war and in order to have a common European 
home, you should end the cold war, because how can you have a 
common European home and the cold war between Europe and be- 
tween NATO and Warsow Pact are continuing. So this is also a natu- 
ral phenomena coming from the general concepts which are going on 
and on this question it seems now, or what appears now or what our 
friends in Socialist Countries are saying, it seems that our friends in 
the Socialist Countries as the Socialist Countries came after the 
Second World War, during the cold war, so it seems that the security 
aspect of the system was more prominent than the social and the ide- 
ological aspect and when the problem of the security aspect was 
somehow solved in general, a new era or a new idea came, that we 
can solve, all the obstacles all the lines of the cold war, all the bor- 
ders are solved. So the things exploded in a way to come to the so- 
cial problems as the friends said. Questions of democracy, human 
rights, morality, expressions of thought and all these things and our 
comrades in the communist parties there have rather made some big 
mistakes, but the population will seek another alternative to this, 
once the security aspect is gone. We have seen that at such mo- 
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ments, even less degrees happened in the past, but the result was 
not like that. The result was that they should be tanned or con- 
tained or thwarted within that system itself, because that was during 
the era of confrontation, era of cold war, era of each country seeking, 
putting its securily as a main item on the agenda of world develop- 
ment. So this is a question we wanted to pose. There was a discus- 
sion. We said also in our speeches, nobody has a monopoly of the 
truth. It is true and we said before what is correct now, it appeared 
it was completely wrong and it appeared by the people themselves 
that this wrong. Personally, I believe in many things. Now, from the 
authors themselves, it appears it was wrong. Maybe also it appears, 
I am bewildered and many of us are bewildered and are perplexed, 
but this will not prevent life from going on and we have to see reali- 
ties in this age of technological advancement and _ technological 
progress. We should see these realities in their contexts and we have 
to think of the reality. I agree because, I mean, there are some ideas, 
in the sense still, wants to maintain somehow of the old concept. I 
do not say this is not correct or we are not sympathizing with that, 
but we are saying that things are developing in a quick way, in the 
other direction. 


I see the old concept, which we are speaking, is giving way to a 
new concept. We are as representatives of developing countries, we 
are somehow left to search for new approaches. As Dr. Morad said, 
when we speak of collective approach, we have to understand well 
what we mean and how to do it and in what reliance. How North- 
South cooperation comes, how other things. Some people said this is 
a grim outlook. This is not a grim outlook, this is reality, because 
our friends of the organization, who were in the Non-Alignment 
Movement in Belgrade, there are some from the Non-Alignment 
Movement itself, who are scared and are speaking the same thing. 
Meetings of the African countries and others are speaking of the 
same thing. When they discuss debt questions, when they discuss 
their problems, when they discuss all other things, they are speaking 
of the same things. They are facing an unsolvable problem. It is not 
we as a Non-Governmental Organization, which we should represent 
this movement, we say that we are in a good situation, but the prob- 
lem, which we said, we are not borne as a direct result of the cold 
war. We are affected by the cold war, because the cold war was af- 
fecting the whole World. We are borne as a result of the National 
Liberation struggle and that was true. We were not borne in 45, we 
were borne in 57 after cold war and all our work in general was com- 
ing to the question of the Liberation Movement and the Third World 
in all its changing periods from colonial struggle to neo-colonialism to 
post independence period to further issues, which are going on. And 
that is why the Third World now is left in the main confrontation of 
economic security of its survival. AAPSO has to be objective. More 
objectivity is needed. 


What we are discussing, in my opinion, is we are discussing how 
to make the subjective factor correspond to the objective necessity of 
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AAPSO. This in my opinion, is the aim of the debate. We are all 
aware that AAPSO is needed more because the Third World needs 
AAPSO more in this process. All this discussion is to say, how to let 
the subjective factor correspond to the objective method of our work, 
the method of leadership, the method of our activities and all these 
details, which are going on. This is not a grim, this is a question of 
how to raise the responsibility of AAPSO. In the past, we could some- 
times, have a wave of relaxation, or a wave of this may come, may be 
permissible, but I think now every movement, in my opinion, in the 
new time is accountable on the fate of the organization and that is 
why I think, when we understand and when we debate and when we 
exchange opinion, and put things in their proper terms, we can reach 
a promising conclusion. I don't have any ambition or any aim that 
we come to a unanimous opinion, because the World itself in its de- 
velopment does not give much room for unanimity now, because it is 
a very complex world. So we said, we will move together diversified 
with different outlooks, with different approaches, with different 
studies, with different thinking, which we put. This is the way we go. 

I mean, if we are united through diversity, because it is impossible 
now to find one way of thinking to everybody or one way of thinking 
to all these questions. Each way of thinking is a contribution to the 
general as long as the final aim is pouring in the main stream of this 
question. This was the aim and I still say, I mean, in the Secretariat, 
because we are discussing in the Secretariat the international situa- 
tion, we were discussing the situation in Eastern Europe. Comrade 
Prchal mentioned that when I was there, I went to the New Forum. I 
wanted also to learn from the New Forum, where, what are limits, be- 
cause in Moscow, during the seminar of the Soviet Committee last 
October, we met a lady from the Social Democratic Party from 
Hungaria She praised the Soviet Policy, she praised in particular the 
leading role of Comrade Gorbachev. She attacked the Hungarian 
Communist Party as a bureaucratic party and this and she said she 
was from the opposition and she said significantly that they are 
against any change in status quo in Central Europe. 


"We are the Social Democratic Party, we will not like to see a 
change in status quo in Central Europe. We are in good relations 
with other countries neighbouring us, like Czechoslovakia and like 
this". She encountered and she said that they will continue to be in 
Warsaw Pact. The same thing I heard from the leadership, when I 
met the Civic Forum. I asked them, what is the new Czechoslovakia 
now? The same thing they said. They said they want a democratic 
parliament based on plurality, based on this and that, but will be 
within the Warsow Pact and don't want to change the status quo in 
Central Europe or in the East European Socialist Countries. Well, 
we said here that as long as, now the security aspect has been re- 
moved and the people want to express, we welcome that. Also we 
said here, there should be limits that things will not go in order that 
the entire operation or the entire process will go upside down. Also 
we mentioned that in the report. That means, we are not giving an 
absolute or unconditional support. We are giving support as far as 
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the question of democratic change, of pluralism and other things. 
But if things will go to the opposite or to the brink, of course we have 
to say our opinion, and we wanted from the new forces in East 
European Socialist Countries, we wanted, that if you are coming to 
one common European home we want this common European home 
to be a friend to the Third World Countries, to give support to the 
Third World Countries. 


We have good experience with Sweden and Finland and these 
Nordic Countries and also those countries, who are run by parties, 
who belong to the Socialist International. If that will be the common 
denominator as the Third World we welcome this help and this sup- 
port and other things on these issues. And I think we should not be 
passive and I think the proposal came from many friends that also 
we should go and discuss with the new forces and show that the de- 
mand of the Third World countries is also necessary and important, 
because if they want to take at least the experience of Sweden and 
the Nordic countries and Finland. Sweden and Finland, they give a 
big support to the ILC, to the Liberation Movement and they give a 
very strong, even on governmental level things which are beneficial to 
us and we should tell those people, they should not even go to the 
right of what Socialist International are doing. And I think we said, 
as Hamroush said and others, active on this, and we should show 
our concern and on certain issues, including the question, which 
Sobeih raised on Palestine and other things and these issues, I 
mean, this is also an issue within the general frame of accepted inter- 
national norms on the solution of Palestinian problem and others. 
So these are questions. So these are questions which I wanted just 
to give on the question of the international situation. 


As far as the question of which, now very brief, on the question of 
AAPSO and its functioning. Really, I am always afraid of one thing, 
in such debate and I will tell you and I very honestly and sincerely, I 
am afraid always that we sit as two teams, a Secretariat team and I 
don't know what a Bureau team and we start as, you Say this, I say 
that. This is absolutely not the aim of this report or of our intention 
or of our debate. We want a responsible approach together, as one 
leadership to see the destiny of our Organization. I can't personally 
think of duelling all the time. It's not a question now. When we 
speak, we want to give how the Vice-Presidents should be more in the 
leadership of AAPSO. We should discuss together. If we didn't give 
them a chance, what we should do. The mere fact that 6 or 7 Vice- 
Presidents are out of 22 present here, this gives a picture. If the oth- 
ers have written to us that they are not in a position to attend the 
meeting, we will postpone the Bureau. But nothing! Nothing abso- 
lutely! I mean, either, only Abdel Aziz, he was sick in Moscow and 
this is beyond our capacity. Dr. Mehdi, he fell sick, he was in Cairo, 
he phoned, he had the problem of his operation and Gatignon hada 
problem with re-routing the ticket and three informed us and the 
others? Nothing! So can't we say, I mean, can we say that how we 
act as the members. I am not speaking about Chandrajit or about 
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Musole or about Ranjbar who are always at the time on the spot. I 
am speaking in the general terminology. I can't mention names. I 
said in general let us speak together how the Vice-Presidents should 
take more leadership, together how can they, this was the aim. I 
don't go into details now, how each one is a leader of Presidium 
Committee on one part or one item of AAPSO activities, whether on 
Africa or on this or on Asia or Non-Alignment, or how this Committee 
is to be led. 


Up till now everything is done through the Secretariat. We want to 
know, should be together, the Vice-Presidents to be, if you demand to 
be informed or whatever it is. This is the idea. This is roughly or 
briefly or whatever the idea. The idea is to come as one. How to en- 
large the leadership, not the idea, that I am not interested personally 
in giving any remark to anybody, whether he is there or not. I am in- 
terested how now AAPSO leadership should come in the new situa- 
tion. This is the aim of this question. And so I beg that we should 
not divert from this, I mean, we want completely what we need, now 
to harmonize, how to do all this is to help us and to help you. We 
only want you to lead us, we want you to be the leadership of AAPSO, 
we are not coming to diminish the role. I remember when the whole 
idea of the Bureau was raised. It was raised essentially by Abdel Aziz 
from Sri Lanka and we supported him and we put it in Algiers 
Congress and I told Abdul Aziz, please don't make a body. Then he 
sent the letter. I think Galil was Deputy Secretary or something like 
that, signed by Abdul Aziz and so on and he said 'we don't want Vice- 
Presidents to be cosmetics". So I put this to him and Galil himself 
was very angry, I remember, he said, what does he want, I mean, we 
put the red carpet under his feet. What is cosmetics(?) and then we 
debated this with him again. I said Abdel Aziz what is cosmetics (‘) 
You are the leader of the Indian Ocean Presidium Committee, which 
is very important. Do anything you want to do and we will support 
you. This is a domain, which you can lead on this and that, so the 
question is really we want jointly to think on this question of the 
leadership and we should act as one team, because in the 
Secretariat, we also quarrel and we shout, Comrade Chitta, he 
shouts a lot. And really, but as a team, as a team to Solve this and to 
solve that. One time I am not happy, the other is not happy, but we 
should, do, so this is the idea of the report. I don't want now really 
to reply to all this issues, but this is the idea. When I said that the 
Secretariat level in general could be upgraded, I didn't mean that, be- 
cause Hamroush said now the Secretariat is overburdened. I say al- 
ways, always the Secretariat level should be upgraded. 


Always National Committees, who send or are elected to the 
Secretariat and this also we spoke about in Cairo at the meeting, 
Your representative should be accountable to the National 
Committee. You should ask why the Secretariat didn't fulfil that, you 
should ask your representative on these matters, then if you see that 
it was a real problem, it should be raised. Because maybe if you ask 
me I'll say about X and Y representatives, my opinion, whether they 
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are fulfilling the mandate of their National Committees or not. We 
have about 20% or a little less of the entire membership of AAPSO, 
members of the Permanent Secretariat. They have people at the 
headquarters. If those people will do the work, I'm not now offending 
anybody, when I say in general concept, so you have at least 20% of 
the membership in good shape. About the 80% how we come, how 
we should do. But if the criticism comes from National Committees 
which have representatives at the headquarters, this is a big prob- 
lem, because before you criticize me or before I criticize you, I ask my 
National Committee what happened, where is that question and after 
he replies or he raised a question to the Secretariat or he made a hell 
of a fuss in the Secretariat that why is this not done, why is that not 
done and if we are all adamant, then it is a problem. This is the prob- 
lem of the credibility of the entire Secretariat. But once you have a 
representative there, you should probably indicate why he is there in 
this case. So this is the question. Really The question is that we are 
aiming, primarily at how to improve our functioning. We have mis- 
takes, we have shortcomings, and we want you to help us. You are 
personalities of high calibre in your countries. We need you, we need 
your prominence, we need your calibre, your credibility for the move- 
ment. You are leaders of the movement. This is the aim of all this. 


So I am sorry Mr. Chairman, I took very long, I mean this is gener- 
al, there are other items of minor. This is the aim, we have to succeed 
for the best, if not with the debate, importance. We are listening, we 
accept any criticism, we accept anything, because what we are now 
facing is our common desire, how to make this organization in the 
new situation, where it is much more needed, where it should be 
much more needed, where it should be much more effective, how we 
can let it be pushed forward, better and better. 


Thank you. 


99 


Dr. MORAD GHALEB 
AAPSO PRESIDENT 


Thank you Comrade Nouri, for your important remarks and com- 
ments about what had been said. I think we can go on for days 
speaking about the changes, why we are changing, the stability ver- 
sus, changes, South versus North, East versus West, the imperialism 
is still going on or not, modified imperialism of the technological sci- 
entific revolution...etc. 


It is really, I think, what we have said and what had been said 
about the changes are very important and I can say that we are now 
more clear about the changes with their positive and with negative 
aspects, about the impact on Third World countries and about the 
need of course for a better organization, of our Permanent 
Secretariat, a better relationship between the Permanent Secretariat 
and the National Committees, a better function of the Bureau, a bet- 
ter function of the Vice Presidents. We are facing an era of complete 
restructuring of I mean, organization in general and the relationship 
inside this organization and the important problems of how to get to 
the masses. 


The democratic approach to the problems now and about the self- 
reliance of the Third World countries of course with the help of 
friends and we are always eager to have friends everywhere. This 
does not mean that we are going to be introspective I mean, in our, 
concept and we are going to isolate ourselves as Third World coun- 
tries. We cannot do this. We are in an interdependent world, we are 
in an era of internationalization of the world economy and so on. 


We have really touched on important, very.-important problems 
and very important points and I think we have gathered a good crop 
of ideas and this will help us a lot in formulating the strategy of 
AAPSO in the coming period. But I must draw your attention also 
that in the agenda we still have some items to be discussed and that 
is the review of the activities of AAPSO in 1989 and the consideration 
of the program of action in 1990. And I think, I don't know whether 
you have passed through the program of 1989. It needs some com- 
ments from you. But if you think this has passed already and then 
we concentrate more on 1990, it is all right. If you have some com- 
ments on the Program of Action of 1990, we are very happy and very 
glad to hear this. 


We are still for the function of the Bureau and the Presidium 
Committee. I think we have touched this problem in some detail and 
in a satisfactory way and I think the results of the discussion itself 
will be very fruitful for us in order to formulate all about the function 
of the Bureau and the Presidium, proposals for the convocation of 
the 15th meeting of AAPSO Presidium, I think also it is extensively 
discussed in our interventions . If anybody wants to add something, 
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you may do so. There are some proposals for an ad hoc committee for 
the preparation of this Presidium. There is may be more communica- 
tion between the Secretariat and the National Committees vis-a-vis 
how to proceed to the Presidium. I think all this had been touched in 
a very Satisfactory way. But of course this is up to you. So we have in 
fact the Program of Action of 1990 it is divided as you can see in re- 
gional form, so as to be easy to revise and to comment on them if you 
want. So any recommendations from your side will be welcome. 
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Mr. JOSEPH W. MUSOLE 
VICE PRESIDENT OF AAPSO, 
PRESIDENT OF ZAMBIA PEACE AND SOLIDARITY 
COUNCIL 


Comrade President, I have looked at the AAPSO Program of Action. 
My worry is that Africa seems to have very little activities, ascribed in 
the program. So I would like to suggest, if it is possible, I know these 
things also tie up with money and expense, but if it is possible, we 
have a duty also to the people of Africa and to bring to them as many 
activities as possible. So I suggest to the Chairman, that if it was pos- 
sible, we include consultative meetings of African National 
Committees in Africa, hold a seminar on the role of multinationals 
and the debt problem, hold a seminar on the current transformations 
in Eastern Europe and on the logic of economic and political plural- 
ism. I think those will at least make or add life to the program. 


Mr. CHANDRAJIT YADAV 
VICE PRESIDENT OF AAPSO 
(INDIA) 


Mr. President. In the 1990 Program, I think that you have men- 
tioned certain conferences and events, which will be organized. In the 
changing international situation, besides these Programs, they are 
very good, they should be held as much as possible-but I will also 
suggest that the President and the Secretary General-should also 
find time to tour some of the countries,and should work out the 
Program in such a manner, that you should in the same journey be 
able to go to the neighboring 4 or 5 countries. That will also save the 
money and will also save the time and you will be able, really speak- 
ing, on the spot if National Committees are agreeable they can orga- 
nize a meeting of their activists. They can organize a meeting of some 
intellectuals and also they can organize certain meetings with the 
leadership of the country, governmental leaders, and others. That 
personal visits to Asia and Africa particularly, these countries, of 
course, this was very good as you saw the Secretary General, when 
he visited GDR and Czechoslovakia and it has its own impact, but go- 
ing more to the Asian and African countries, tour for both of you, 
you are known personalities. If you go as a President or a Secretary 
General, it will have a major impact, therefore I will suggest that you 
should also find time in 1990 to tour most of the countries as much 
as possible. This is my No 1 suggestion. My suggestion No. 2 is that 
now Comrade Nouri was correct to say that if there is a criticism or 
certain weaknesses as pointed out, it is not with a view to criticize, it 
is with a view to develop more harmonious, more collective function- 
ing and effectively. I think that headquarters have to remove certain 
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weaknesses and they are not very major, but certain matters that will 
help our functioning, for example the Vice Presidents, should be ad- 
dressed, the letters and communications should go to their personal 
addresses, also sometimes you'd go to a Committee and it pays out 
or don't go to a country, because of certain reasons or something, 
then just it doesn't get there on time. Therefore in future, the care 
should be taken to address important circulars and letters also to the 
Vice Presidents, their addresses, their telephone numbers should be 
available with our AAPSO headquarters and this care should be tak- 
en. 


Now another thing that in this Program you have certain 
Presidium Committee meetings. Now there is a very good proposal, 
giving some guidelines about how these Presidium Committees 
should function in the future. I think we didn't have time to discuss 
that, but those guidelines are quite good. I think in the light of that, 
for example, I was just talking to Madame Binh, she is the Chairman 
of the Asia Pacific Region Presidium Committee and I'm co-chairman. 
Now, unfortunately these decisions were not sent to us. We didn't 
know who are the members, who are the Committee members. This 
is for the first time really, afler taking the decision, that she has seen 
me. She didn't know that I am the co-chairman and she was telling 
me that because the letter never came to me. Just we discussed, this 
was decided in Delhi, by the way. No it was decided at Cairo. In our 
Cairo meeting, it was decided, but after that it should have given, you 
know, the names, and everything and all those things. First time we 
are meeting it was good at least for this meeting there was a good 
preparation, agenda, certain suggestions, certain guidelines. I think 
this helped us to improve our functioning. 


I' ll also suggest therefore, there is a proposal that as we are con- 
cerned, India is concerned, you want to hold one meeting on NAM 
with the incorporation with the Institute of Non-Alignment, in India. 
Now just as we are discussing here that the Non-Alignment Institute 
in India has already a very major program of conferences of Non- 
Alignment and that is going to be a very major conference, that will 
be sometime in 1990. We were suggesting, just discussing with the 
President that it will be good afier going from here, because Non- 
Alignment and AAPSO, we both have to work together for that confer- 
ence and it will be good that this meeting also take place at the same 
time, then you can send a delegation of 5 or 7 people. They can be in- 
vited on behalf of AAPSO. You'll also have the opportunity of partici- 
pating and meeting a large number of delegates there and then sep- 
arately, also in continuation with that, we can sit for a day or two 
whatever is necessary and then we can, really speaking, organize 
this conference. 


One thing I would really like to know from you, that for example 
this meeting of the Presidium Committee meeting as I am told is go- 
ing to be hosted by Democratic Korea, in June, if we go, just for that 
meeting and before thal as you said in your proposals, papers are not 
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prepared, if we don't do some homework, this Committee does not 
meet and do something, then we just go to another meeting.That is 
what I was discussing with Madame Binh, that there are eleven 
members in that Committee. If eleven members meet before that, it 
will be really speaking, quite a lot of expenditure therefore we were 
discussing whether two of us and one of your Secretaries in charge of 
that Committee, the three of us can meet sometime and we discuss 
and reach to a certain agenda, certain ideas and we prepare a work- 
ing paper to circulate amongst our members before we go to the 
Pyongyang and there itself two days or one day before we can also 
meet and discuss just from the point of view of saving money and 
time otherwise if you want, before that committee, itself, should meet 
and should do the work it is for you to decide. I trust that some of 
these things which I bring to your notice so that it will help us . 


Madam BINH 
(VIETNAM) 
AAPSO VICE PRESIDENT 


Mr. President, 

I have a small observation and a proposal to make. In the 
Programme of Action for Asia, the Pacific and Indian Ocean 1990, we 
have an International Conference on Peace and Security in the Red 
Sea, Arab Gulf and Indian Ocean which has already taken place. 


The second point: An International Dialogue on Cooperation and 
Development in Asia which will take place in Hanoi from 21-23 
February. This is still under preparation. 


The Third point: The AAPSO's mission to Kampuchea, Thailand 
and Malaysia is scheduled for February. According to my knowledge 
the AAPSO mission after having taken part in the International 
Dialogue on Cooperation and Development in Hanoi could go to 
Kampuchea but we Have to discuss this first with our friends in 
Kampuchea. I think that on my way back, I will be able to answer 
you on this question. As for Thailand and Malaysia I still have no 
idea. 


The fourth point: With regard to the Presidium Committee on 
Asia, the Pacific and Indian Oceans which is to convene in 
Pyongyang, with the acceptance of our Korean friends, I believe that 
the Koreans will be able to explain their intentions on the subject lat- 
er. 


The fifth point: Is on the Consultative Meeting of SAARC countries 
to be held in Dhaka at the end of October. I have to point out to you 
that I have no idea on that activity. I don't know if the Permanent 
Secretariat may give me any details on this subject; that is, the ob- 
ject of the meeting, your intentions for in my capacity as Chairman of 
the Presidium Committee on Asia, the Pacific and Indian Oceans, I 
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think I have a certain responsibility and I would like the Permanent 
Secretariat to inform me on that point. 


As for the proposal I should like to make, I have notified that in 
annex 3 of the Programme of Action, in the list of days of Solidarity 
observed by AAPSO you have noted 19th May as the anniversary of 
Ho Chi Minh. I should like to point that 1990 is the centenary of Ho 
Chi Minh. I think that AAPSO should give more importance to that 
occasion. 


I therefore suggest and request you to consider Mr. President, the 
possibility of devoting some time during the next Presidium meeting 
to celebrate the centenary of President Ho Chi Minh. The time de- 
pends on you for the documents we will prepare for this occasion. 
But I should like to propose to give more importance to that occa- 
sion. 


Thank you. 


Mr. NOURI ABDUL RAZZAK 
SECRETARY GENERAL OF AAPSO 


Thank you Mr. Chairman. I think that as far as the meeting in 
Hanoi is concerned, this was approved including the program , and 
already the Secretariat has prepared for that meeting, and it will take 
place on time from the 21st to the 23rd of February 1990. There was 
some discussion about the visit to Cambodia. The idea was first, as 
we understood it came from the Vietnamese side, that as on previous 
time, all participants will go to Cambodia. I think once, when Dr. 
Ghaleb was there and the whole participants, went to Cambodia to 
see the situation and also to express solidarity, etc. And if it will be 
simply limited to only the delegation, it is also good, but not as im- 
portant as if you can discuss that the whole meeting can go to 
Cambodia as in the past times, because in the past time, it was a 
very good experience on this question and that is what we need, clari- 
fication from you, because Cambodia delegation will be present in 
Hanoi and Secretariat delegation of AAPSO also will be in Hanoi, and 
so, going there is good, but not as important as if the whole meeting 
can go there, that we will prefer, but it is up to the Vietnamese side 
to do. 


You mediate with us about the meeting with the Cambodian side. 
From our part, we can request the Cambodian side directly on that 
and may be can also negotiate with them. About Malaysia, we will 
try, but I don't think it is possible in a short time. We cannot get at 
this time a final answer, from Malaysia. If we get final answer, then 
the delegation can proceed and make negotiations on that. Because 
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always with Malaysia we have experienced that it takes much more 
time and depends on many factors. I think when Chandrajit was 
there, you were before in Malaysia, I think it was done also with the 
help of your Embassy and Diplomatic corps. I mean, it needs some 
effort. This we will try to do. If we cannot do so, may be,we make a 
special trip to Malaysia, Singapore and others. We can combine this 
of course with Thailand, but up till now, we don't have a National 
Committee in Thailand, only the group which they were in the 
Conference. If that works we can combine it. But to me, Cambodia is 
important if we can have like last time. The whole meeting will go and 
see the negotiations and everything and then can get a good report. 


As far as your question about the meeting of SAARC is concerned, 
this was proposed also in the last Bureau and Bangladesh 
Committee in Bangladesh agreed to convene and that was a very wel- 
coming effort from them that we have the meeting in Dhaka, so I 
don't know if, you want to have some more information, because for 
a long time we wanted to have a real meeting of the SAARC countries. 
I mean all the National Committees in SAARC countries. This is very 
good to have and then it will be also for a long time we didn't have a 
major event in Bangladesh. That will be very important, I think in 
this question about the meeting in Korea, you are correct. The 
Korean friends agreed and the Secretariat will discuss with them af- 
ter this meeting, about the details of the preparations for the meet- 
ing in Korea. And then the idea of Chandrajit regarding the prepara- 
tions may be a good idea, that, to have a small meeting between the 
Chairman and the co-Chairman and from AAPSO Secretariat, to pre- 
pare in advance, so that we can have very good results. It is a very 
good idea and a small meeting can be done easily. About the centena- 
ry of Ho chi Minh, it was decided, I think, it was a slip or something 
here we already decided that it will be celebrated by AAPSO. And we 
will celebrate it, but the banner and this, of course, well there are too 
many suggestions on that, but AAPSO, will celebrate the centenary 
anniversary of Comrade Hoshi Minh. 


Mr. MOHAMED MOUSSA SOBEIH 
PALESTINE 


Mr. President, 


I will take a few minutes of your time. In the second item of the 
1990 Agenda a campaign has been proposed to support the 
"Intifada", which is good. I believe that the Palestinian people in the 
occupied territories are in dire need for this campaign in order to feel 
that they are not internally isolated and that they have the support of 
world public opinion. Moreover the invaders and terrorist occupation 
forces should be aware that world public opinion condemns terror- 
ism, repression , murder and the occupation of Palestine. As most of 
the Comrades have mentioned here, the media, namely the Arab me- 
dia has started to ignore crimes perpetrated in the Palestinian occu- 
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pied territories by the Zionist occupation forces. 
Mr. President, 


The advice given by Kissinger to the Israeli government break their 
bones is far from T.V. and mass media. I believe that our people in 
occupied Palestine need the support of all National Committees and 
the Secretariat will undertake to carry out most of this campaign. 


Nevertheless we believe that we must appeal to the National 
Committees to exert their efforts in this concern by means of pro- 
tests, statements, signatures, posters, meetings, rallies and tele- 
grams to the American and Israeli administrations as an expression 
against such terrorism. 


Mr. President, we urgently need the support of the AAPSO 
National Committees. 


BALLA VITAL 
VICE PRESIDENT OF AAPSO 
(CONGO) 


Thank you Comrade President. 

I am a bit preoccupied because during the course of our debates 
we have discussed the question of information and I am at the center 
of such a preoccupation in the Presidium Committee. We have re- 
ceived a request by the Secretariat asking if there was a possibility of 
holding this year, 1990, a Presidium Session in Brazzaville; this re- 
quest was late in reaching us for we no longer have a permanent of- 
fice, since Comrade Kouyella left and Comrade Aissi has been late in 
around. Our Presidium, in the meantime had met and approved the 
1990 Programme without taking note of this justified preoccupation. 
We replied to the Permanent Secretariat that we had no financial 
means to hold this meeting. If we could discuss this problem in 
depth I do not know what solution could be reached for it constitutes 
not only a preoccupation for our Bureau but also for our 
Organisation. 


Comrade President, we have called on the United Nations to hold 
symposium for NGOs of the North and South on development at the 
end of February, beginning March. We have assisted a bit in that 
meeting and examined with the U.N. again the possibility of holding a 
conference on the South Atlantic a Zone of Peace at Windhoek, in or- 
der to give support to the independence process in Namibia. 


The U.N. Information Center informed the General Secretariat that 
we have not received an affirmative reply on that subject which signi- 
fies that during the 90s we will have to shoulder these two meetings. 

I will talk with the Comrade that will be appointed at the 
Permanent Secretariat, i.e. Professor Aissi and with the President, 
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and discuss with them possibility of holding the Presidium meeting 
on information. 


Comrade President, I have also another concern relating to the 
item "Solidarity Day”. If I remember well, more than three years ago 
in one of our meetings in Cairo, the Bureau Meeting, we proposed a 
solidarity meeting with the people of Mozambique after the tragic 
death of President Samora Machel which indeed took place. But we 
should have suggested well before that a day of solidarity with the 
Congolese people following the assassination of President Marian 
Ngouabi on 18th March. President Marian Ngouabi received the 
highest decoration from our Organisation. It is an involuntary omis- 
sion on the part of our Organisation not to celebrate the 18th of 
March as a day of solidarity with the Congolese people. On the whole 
I agree with the Programme that has been drawn up. We have 
known of the visit of the President and Secretary-General to the Sub- 
Saharan region for we of course have to pay attention to the events 
taking place in Southern Africa and more particularly in Namibia. 
Well if the President and Secretary General go to Zimbabwe for the 
day of Solidarity with Namibia scheduled for February, I believe that 
the flight to Harare passes by Brazzaville, Luanda and other capitals, 
which would give them the opportunity to spend at least two hours 
on the way in each capital. This would give more enthusiasm into 
the action we are conducting in this region of our continent. 


Thank you Comrade President. 
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Prof. ANISSUZAMAN 
BANGLADESH 


I'd like to promise on behalf of the Bangladesh National 
Committee to observe the Ho chi Minh anniversary in Bangladesh 
and also to intensify the campaign and support of the Intifada. | 
think that the AAPSO should centrally organize a program on the oc- 
casion of Ho chi Minh anniversary. And then I wanted to know if it is 
possible to raise and discuss the Afghanistan question in Hanoi 
meeting, if not, can we, sort of plan for a meeting to discuss this? 


Mr. President. I will also suggest that from right now, you should 
also explore the possibilities about the holding of the next Congress, 
because you know it is not so easy to hold the Conference or 
Congress with certainty in any country. 


You explore the possibility of the Presidium meeting in two coun- 
tries and two committees that have offered, right now the time to ex- 
plore the possibility where the next AAPSO Congress will be held. 


Dr. MORAD GHALEB 
PRESIDENT OF AAPSO 


I think we have to discuss it in the Secretariat, of course. And 
your proposal is going to be taken. Please register this proposal and 
we Shall discuss it. Yes ? Now the last item of the agenda, and that is 
the, convocation of the meeting of AAPSO Presidium. I want to inform 
you that as for the venue of the meeting, we have contacted the Syria 
Solidarity Committee and they promised to study of course this pro- 
posal , but of course, our Afghani friends also proposed, kindly, that 
they are ready also to host the Presidium, I mean, the Presidium of 
the AAPSO and I think, we thank them very much indeed and ac- 
cording to the answers we are going to receive, we shall decide the ve- 
nue of the meeting of the Presidium. 


Yes you are very right, because really we have discussed this in 
the secretariat and maybe we shall start contacts, anyhow the 
Presidium of AAPSO, we shall discuss it in details about what will be 
the future, where and when will be the meeting of the future 
Congress. Now I think we have come to the end of our discussions 
and I, first of all really want to thank you, all of you, for your pa- 
tience, of course, and for five consecutively days of discussion and 
hearings and I mean, different interventions and so on. I think, it 
needs stamina and it needs patience, so really I thank you more for 
your participation in your intervention and I think from what we 
have heard I can say that even I am speaking about myself and I am 
sure that you will share with me this also, that we are more clear 
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about the changes in the world international situation and about the 
changes in Eastern Europe, and the impact of those changes on the 
international atmosphere, the impact of those changes on the prob- 
lems of Africa and Asia and the Third World in general. I think we are 
in a better position now to formulate, I mean, the result of our dis- 
cussion in a more precise way. Of course we're passing through a 
transitional period and a transitional period itself is characterized by 
being not very clear. We have the main contradictions, working to- 
gether the positive and negative, but still, I can say and can assure 
you that we are more clear about the changes, more clear about the 
impact of the changes on AAPSO, about how AAPSO can mould itself 
to the new developments in a way that it can function better to im- 
prove the relationship between the Secretariat and the National 
Committees, to improve the work of the Presidium Committees, 
about the Bureau of our movement, of Presidium and so really I can 
say with great pleasure that I have listened to all the interventions 
and that they have enriched our political clarity and I am sure that 
everybody of us will return back to his National Committee armed 
with more arguments, with more proposals, with more, good exposi- 
tion of the whole situation in the World. 


So really, I think, this is one of the most fruitful meetings we have 
organized and I must say that I have been very impressed by all the 
discussions and the deliberations and I also promise that we shall do 
our best at the Secretariat, in order to summarize everything that 
had been said and to send it to you. Thank you very much indeed for 
everything. 
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DOCUMENTS 


AGENDA 
OF THE 6TH BUREAU MEETING 


THE CURRENT INTERNATIONAL SITUATION AND AAPSO. 


REVIEW OF THE ACTIVITIES OF AAPSO IN 1989 AND 
CONSIDERATION OF THE PROGRAMME OF ACTION FOR 1990. 


ON THE FUNCTIONING OF THE BUREAU AND THE PRESIDIUM 
COMMITTEES. 


PROPOSALS FOR THE CONVOCATION OF THE XVTH MEETING 
OF AAPSO PRESIDIUM. 
A.O.B. 


AAPSO PROGRAMME OF ACTION 
FOR 1990 


I, On Africa and Southern Africa: 
1. Meeting of the Presidium Committee on Africa, Southern Africa 
and Apartheid; 
- International Meeting of Solidarity with the peoples of 
Namibia and South Africa (Harare, June). 


II. On the Middle East and Palestine: 


1. Consultative Meeting of the Arab Solidarity Committees 
(Sanaa, March 19-21). 


2. Campaign in support of the "Intifada". 
3. AAPSO delegation to Arab Countries of Gulf. 


4. Meeting of Solidarity with the Lebanese Resistance Movement (in 
cooperation with regional and national organizations, Beirut). 


5. Meeting of Presidium Committee on Palestine, Zionism and 
Middle East (under consultation). 


III. On Asia, the Pacific and Indian-Ocean: 


1. International Conference "For Peace, Security and Cooperation 
in the Red Sea, the Gulf and the Indian Ocean" ( Aden, January 20- 
21). 


2. International Dialogue on "Cooperation and Development in 
Asia" (Hanoi, February 21-23). 


3. AAPSO's mission to Cambodia, Thailand, Malaysia 
(February). 


4. Meeting of the Presidium Committee on Asia, Pacific and Indian 
Ocean (Pyong Yang, June). 


5. Consultative Meeting of the Solidarity Committees of the SAARC 
countries (Dhaka, end of October}. 


IV. On Development: 


1. Meeting AAPSO Presidium Committee on Development with the 
participation of South Commission (Cairo-under consultation). 


112 


2.International Seminar on Economic Pluralism: Review of experi- 
ences and thoughts for future strategy (Cairo - under consultation). 


3. Round table on "Europe - 1992 and the Third World" jointly with 
Inter-african and AFASPA (venue to be consulted). 
V. On Disarmament: 


1. International Conference "Nuclear Weapons Free Zones and 
Zones of Peace in Asia and Africa (Libya). 


2. International Seminar "Arms transfer and regional conflicts in 
the Third World” (venue to be consulted). 


3. Meeting of AAPSO Presidium Committee on Disarmament (venue 
to be consulted). 
VI. On Information, Education and Culture: 


1. The Meeting of AAPSO Presidium Committee on Information, 
Education and Culture (Brazzaville - under consultation). 


2. Seminar on Afro-Asian Culture and literature jointly with the 
Afro-Asian Writers' Association (venue to be consulted). 


3. AAPSO will continue its publications for the year 1990 
(see Annex 1). 
VII. On cooperation with the UN and its agencies, the NAM and 
the NGO Community: 


1. Participation in events and activities of the UN and NGOs (see 
the Annex 2). 


2. Meeting of the AAPSO Presidium Committee on NAM jointly with 
the Indian Institute on NAM (Delhi - dates to consulted ). 


3. Dates observed by AAPSO (see Annex 3). 


Vil. Constitutional Events: 


1. 6th Meeting of the AAPSO Presidium Bureau 
(Aden, January 22-23) 


2. XVth Meeting of the AAPSO Presidium 
(venue to be consulted ). 
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Annex 1 


Publications for the year 1990 


1) "Solidarity" Magazine - Quarterly. 
2) “Development and Socio-Economic Progress" Magazine. 
3) Bulletin - Quarterly. 
4) Book on Namibia. 
5) Documents of the Seminar on "Exchange of Experiences on 
the Work of National Organization of AAPSO". 
6) Documents of the International Seminar on "Mass Media 
and Development” (Conakry, May 1989). 
7) Documents of the International Seminar on "The role of 
Mass-Media in the Solution of regional conflicts" 
(Kabul, September 1989) 
8) AAPSO Constitution (in three languages). 
9) Papers and Documents of the International conference "For 
Peace, Security and Cooperation in the Red Sea, Gulf and the 
Indian Ocean" (Aden, January 1990) 
10) Documents of the 6th Meeting of The AAPSO Presidium 
Bureau (Aden, January 1990). 
11) Documents of The International Dialogue "For Cooperation 
and Development in Asia" (Hanoi, February 1990). 
12) Documents of XVth Presidium of AAPSO. 
Annex 2 
International Solidarity Days observed by AAPSO 
January 
Ist 
- Day of Solidarity with Cuba 
Ist 
- The upsurge of the Palestinian Revolution 
(1965) 
7th 
- Day of Solidarity with P. R. of Kampuchea 
8th 
- Anniversary of the foundation of the ANC/1912 
10th 


- Week of Solidarity with the peoples of the 
Three Continents (OSPAAAL) 
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15th 


22nd 


28th 


30th 


February 
4th 


7th 


16-23 


March 


8th 


16th 


17th-19th 


21st 


21st-28th 


- Martin Luther King's Birthday 


- Day of Solidarity With the Peoples of 
El Salvador 


-Anniversary of the signing "The Delhi 
Declaration” by the Six Leaders (1985) 


- Heroes Day for the Independence of India 
(marked as Day of the Death of Mahatma 
Gandhi 1869-1948) 


- Day of Solidarity With the People of Angola 


- Day of Solidarity With the People of Haiti 


- Indian Ocean and Gulf Week 


- International Women's Day 


- 22nd year of Son-My (Vietnam) 


- Days for a Zone of Peace in South Atlantic 


- UN International Day for the Elimination 


of racial discrimination (Sharpeville 


Massacre 21.3.86) 
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April 
oth-12th 


6th 


7th 


18-25 


19th 


4th 


8th-15th 


9th 


15th 


- UN International Week of Solidarity with the 
Peoples Struggling against Racism and and Racial 
Discrimination(1979) 


- Asia Week 


- The year of the Execution of Solomon 


Mahlangu (1979) 


- World Health Day 


- Week of Bandung 


- Anniversary of the foundation of 
SWAPO/NAMIBIA 


- Week of Solidarity with Afghanistan (1978) 


- International Day of Solidarity with Youth 


- International Workers' Day 


- Kassinga Day 


- Week of Actions for European Security and 
Cooperation 


- Anniversary of the Victory over Hitlerite Fascism 
and Japanese Militarism (1945) 


- Day of Palestine - Usurpation of Palestine and 
expulsion of its people (1948) 
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17th 


18th 


18th-25th 


19th 


20th 


25th 


25th-31st 


16th 


25th 


- Day of Solidarity with the South Korean People 


- Day of Namibian Heroes (1967) 


- African Liberation Week 


- Anniversary of Ho Chi Minh 


- Day of Solidarity with the Saharawi People 
(Western Sahara) 


- Africa Day 
-UN Week of Solidarity with the People of Namibia 


and all other colonial territories, as well as those in 


South Africa, fighting for freedom, independence 


and human rights (1972) 


- International Day of Children 


- UN International Day of Innocent Children 
Victims of Aggression 


- UN World Environment Day 


- International Day for Freedom of the Political 


Prisoners in South Africa 


- International Day of Solidarity with struggling 
people of South Africa 


- Month of Solidarity with the People of Korea (WPC) 
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26th 
- South Africa Freedom Day (Adoption of Freedom 


Charter) 
July 
15th-22nd 
- Week of Solidarity with Cyprus 
17th 
- Birthday of Nelson Mandela (1918) 
17th 
- Anniversary of the Potsdam Conference (1945) 
19th 
- International Day of Solidarity with Nicaragua 
23rd 
- Anniversary of the Egyptian Revolution (1952) 
3lIst 
- Day of African Woman 
Augus 
6th 
- Hiroshima Day (1945) 
9th 
- Nagasaki Day (1945) 
9th 
- UN International Day of Solidarity with the 
Struggle of Women of South Africa and Namibia 
(1981) 
26th : 
- UN Namibia Day (1966-Launching of armed 
struggle, observed from 1973) 
- Day of Solidarity with the People of Namibia 
(WPC) 
September 
Ist 
- World Peace Day (WPC) 
1st-7th 
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- International Week to support NAM 


8th 
-UN International Literacy Day 
12th 
- Day of Solidarity with the Ethiopian Revolution 
(1975) 
16th 
- Day of Solidarity with Lebanese Resistance 
Movement 
17th 
- Day in Commemoration of Victims of Sabra and 
Shatilla Massacres 
19th 
- UN International Day of Peace (Third Tuesday 
of September) 
October 
llth 
- UN International Day of Solidarity with the South 
African Political Prisoners(1976) 
16th 
- World Food Day (UN) 
19th 
- Day of Solidarity with Mozambique 
24th 
- UN Day - Anniversary of UN Charter (1945) 
24th-30th 
- UN Disarmament Week 
24th 
- UN World Development and Information Day 
25th 
- International Day of Solidarity with the Syrian 
People 
25th 


- Day of Solidarity with the People of Grenada 
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27th 


November 


7th 


11th 


16th-23rd 


10th 


14th 


16th 


27th 


- UN International Week of Solidarity with the 
People of Namibia and their Liberation Movement 
SWAPO 


(UN G.A. Declaration of 1976) 


- Anniversary of Great October Socialist Revolution 


- Day of Solidarity with Angola (WPC) 


- International Week of Action Against TNCs' 
Practices (WPC) 


- International Day of Students 


- UN International Day of Solidarity with the 
Palestinian People 


- UN International Volunteer Day for Socio- 
Economic Development 


- UN Human Rights Day 

- The Anniversary of the General Declaration for 
Human Rights (1948). Namibia Women's Day- 
(Windhoek Massacre) 


- UN Declaration on Decolonization (1960) 


- South Africa Heroes Day (Formation of Umkhonto 


Wesizme, Military Wing of ANC - 1960) 


- Anniversary of the 1st AAPSO Conference in Cairo 
(1957) 
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 


Dr. Basir Ranjbar Vice-President 
Mr. A. Shukoor Satarzai 


Dr. Anisuzzaman Vice-President 
Dr. Mustafizur Rahman 


Mr. Vital Balla Vice-President 
Mr. Ousmane Camara Vice-President 


Mr. Chandrajit Yadav Vice-President 
Mr. Saroj Chaudhuri 


Mr. Li Song Ho Vice-President 
Mr. Sin Jae Ho 


Mr. Ho Chal 


Mr. Razafimahenina Jocelyn 

Mr. Joseph W. Musole _ Vice-President 
Mme Nguyen Thi Binh __— Vice-President 
Dr. Issam El-Jawhari 

Dr. Akmal Hussain 


Mr. Mohamed Moussa Sobeih 
Mr. Mohamed Abou Shanab 


Dr. Vladimir Tolstikov 
Mr. Anatoly Ilyn 
Mr. Oleg Pleshov 


Mr. Miroslav Prchal 
Mr. Alexander Lesenko 


Mr. Dieter Hofman 
Justice Dr. Jaya Pathirana 
Col. Ferdinand Swai 


Mr. Ahmed Hamroush 
General Mohamed Fawzi ,, 
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Afghanistan 


Bangladesh 


Congo 
Guinea 


India 
India 


PDR of Korea 


Madagascar 
Zambia 

S.R. of Vietnam 
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Pakistan 


Palestine (PLO) 


U.S.S.R. 


Czechoslovakia 


G.D.R. 
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Tanzania 


Egypt 


Major General Abdul Moneim Khalil 


Mr. P. Ram Lackhan 


Mr 


Mr. Tsegaye Chama 
Mr. Yassin Aly Sirag 


Mr 
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Mr 


Dr. 


A. S. Narang 
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. Yohannes Gebre Selassie 
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. Julien Randriamasivelo 
. George Bezoumatov 


. Asadulla Rogh 


Mauritius 


Ethiopia 


Indian Institute of 
Non -Alignment 
Media Pro 


President of AAPSO 
Secretary-General of AAPSO 


Dep.Secretary-General 
Dep.Secretary-General 
Dep.Secretary-General 


Secretary 
Secretary 
Secretary 
Assistant 
Representative 


122 


India 
U.S.S.R. 
Yemen 

Sri Lanka 
Bulgaria 
Madagascar 
U.S.S.R. 
Afghanistan 


ne 


morimene atlas 


LE CAIRE: 11-13 RUE SOUK EL TEWFIKIEH, R.C.100731, TEL: 747797 
VEVVA Va VOV oo dated 9S) Gus BOLE Welys Bawls 


CHE ITIL OSdUY/ WSO 


© Afro-Asian Peoples’ Solidarity Organisation (AAPSO), 

89, Abdel Aziz Al-Saoud Street,11451-61 Manial El-Roda, Cairo, 
Egypt, Tel.: 3622946/3636081, Fax: (202) 3637361, 

Tlx.: 92627 AAPSO UN, Cairo, 1990 


